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PART II—Section 3—Sub-Sectioci (li) 


nrrffnrnTf%»fatwO (twftftrnwiO vtn) M mi trtfaftw wfan sfrt wfagvtTP! 

Statutory Older* and Notification* Issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 

(other than the' Ministry of Defence) 


*ftW ftfaPT^t.uMt eftlPT- 
(errfw =47 rfvrm fk*m) 

*rf fa^f), 25 nrmrfV, 2001 

vt. err. 207 —%f?fk ^rwrt tprejm 

fawf) ftrnlm TmrrrvTT ^fErfaroTT, 1946 (1946 mT 

iqfsrfmPT 7 T. 25 ) «£t ETTTT 6 3 ? *T*t S^T ART 5 

mroRT (1) .ffW urfoprf err sr^ffn* 

5^ ,rr^r xm itctr mt etfafW *r. <fY tp* r 
( efr) 2/97/94 ftpTTV 9 - 7-1999 JRT WET 
xm ^rtr-r % sfw ribmT q-srmr 

JturR, sept tror t tps wr , 

199/93 frrfr 12 - 4-1998 ark qwsrTtntf ?trf jtr 
*T. 202/68 12 - 4-1998 % iftrtt t erRdW 

-tftr €feTT <Pt tTRT 409 % WFf STRICT SWT 

trmai % ^t-wt sww, s^vt tf\x 

<tot srff ^Etrq^R % ir ftm; nt( 

trej).% farf) spRTtr.nn ^ 


% fat* ftffsft faetaq^Rr ww 3?mrvfr qf) mfairtff 
sfft rrftpprfwT 8 vt fwni n-pjtfmw tut xx qRtfV 

£ 1 

^f=r erfsr^prr *trft rrtatR, mrfw, ?ftqr 
ftrwiRr tmr ?dpt tftrm (srrfjpp sffa: rifflem ftropr) 
qft ftTlfa- 9 - 7-1999 srftRpETT *T. 228 / 27 / 97 - 
q #t-Il ^ errftpp rrn)ft£hT % nrrfr q?r ^Rf) | 1 

[er 223/27/97-t(. tft.-Il] 
gft ftr?, srar sftw 

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC 
GRIEVANCES AND PENSION 

(Department of Personnel and Training) 

New Delhi, the 25th January, 2001 

S.O. 207.—In exercise of the powers conferrec 
by sub-section (1) of section 5 read with section 
of the Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 194' 


25 7 01/2001—1 
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(Act, No. 25 of 1946), the Central Government with 
the consent of the State Government of Assam vide- 
Notification No. FLA(V)2|97|84 dated 9-7-1999 1 * 
hereby extends the powers and jurisdiction of the 
members of the Delhi Special Police Establishment 
to i be whole of the State of Assam for investigation 
of offences under section 409 of Indian Penal Code 
and attempt, abetment and conspiracy in relation to 
or in connection with the above offences committed 
and other offence commuted in the course of the 
same 'ransaction arising out of the same facts relating 

to c CTO . tno'oR -J-.W! r?.4-1QOg 'ind also 

case bearing FIR No, 202(98 dated 12-4-1998, regis¬ 
tered with Police Station Paltan Bazar, S ate of 
Assam. 

The above notification is issued in nariial modifi¬ 
cation of Notification No, 228I27I97-AVD-II dated 
9 - 7^1009 Government of India, Ministrv of fPerson- 
nel, Public Grievances and Pensions, (DP&T). 

[No. 228j27l97-AVD.ni 
HARI SINGH, Under Secy. 

fan ffffTW 
(sas3iT*r f^rnr) 

3fr^vr 

ff£ fenfft, 9 2001 

STUff 

trr.afT. 208.— ffRffof sfffffaffff, 1899 

(l899 «trr 2) ETRT 9 tfY ffT-STRT (l) % fStV 
(%) 5TTT ffTTl ffftcriff %T fffftff jJTT TR^TR 
tfMTTVt, ft. ffTRT fvT., fTRft Vt 

stTqtfr ffRT 3T|V> fsptr tiffr TT^T 0000001 ft 1000000 
trr fvfw wmr *rf? ioo-iuo w ^ T p^ 

Tff y.-fl'f Wff % r i'W JJeff % 10 00000 
r -rfR:'iPfW Tri-RU TV %3fvf TiTcT tntsr Tffiff fTTfR RT 
TV lihoTVl ETTPT 31 TV TUt TfV JfffJTfcT W 

T-ffr i 

[ff. 5 / 200 l-Ttnrq- Tuff. 33 / 77 / 2000 -fT.T.] 
&TA. riv. 0TTTT, 3fT< TrfffT 

MINISTRY OP FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 9th January, 2001 
STAMPS 

S O. 208.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(b) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Centre! Government hereby permits 
M/s. Ghaghcra Sugar Limited, New Delhi to pay consolidated 
stfmo duty of rupees seven lakh fifty thousand onlv on 
1009000 Onfional Convertible Debentures of rupees one 
hundred each bearing di't'nct've number'' from 0000001 to 
1000000 aggregating to rupees ten crore only, to be issued 
by the said Company. 

[No. 5/2001 -STAMPSA 7 - No. 33/77/20OO-STJ 
R. G. CICTABRA, Under Secy. 


fiy Mrit, 17 TTtrft, 2 001 

TT.3fT.20 9:— VTcft* ETTvq- 31 1839 

( 1899 W 2) IjttT 9 TV TTrWTT- (l) % TT 

(w) d"RT STTtT riiTTTf TT TTM JtT, _V 

ffRhR vrerrRr, n/Rn^ tir fr^, jr^ Tt 
Jflff T-<Tff Tf fGf.V TJTff TV WfTT ETT'T 

sjvT KTT 'TTTd TTifa ffTfff TRcfT f, TT( 

frittr ip:t TfM frff Tfu sn% ttr *rf»T?r 

Tt Ester FRT % T1T°T | :— 

(V) fflff vft Tt)T ’STS T-fHJ WJ % m 

% 1 % 124 ffT €t ffffw ff*VT. TV'T 

10.52 ff^iTfrar nfr.tT.fT.fff.ffr"? 20 T 0 " 
(70 jff sprr), ffk 

(tt) JTT?r TRNfff VtfT riTF Tfftf %■ 1 tT 262 

riT qff Mirer nmr tft 11.33 JjfffJra 1 
2010 (77^r 1 

|ff. 6/200l-Wtcr/TT.TT. 3 3/ 3 /200 1-fff.4f.] 
aTR.'sff. WVT^T, 3T«R fffffff 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 17th January, 2001 
STAMPS 

S.O. 209.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(b) of sub-scction (1) of Section 9 of the Indian Stamp 
Act, 1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby 
permits Maharashtra State Financial Corporation, Mumbai 
to pay consolidated stamp duty of rupees twenty five lakh 
ninety five thousand only chargeable on account of the stamp 
duty on bonds described as :— 

(a) 10.52% MSFC BONDS 2010 (76th Series) bearing 

distinctive numbers from 1 to 124 aggregating to 
rupees nine crore sixty lakh only; and 

(b) 11.33% MSFC BONDS 2010 (77th. Series) bearing 
distinctive numbers from 1 to 262 aggregating to 
rupees twenty five crore only, 

to be Issued by the said Corporation. 

[No. 6/2001-STAMPS/F. No. 33/3/2001-ST] 
R. G. CIIHABRA. Tinder Srcy. 

(Ttjffa snwr mx aft?) 
fff frvfft, 3 wri 2000 

(3fFFTR) 

TT.ffT. 210.— 3TPY4R 3{ffffffffff, 1961 ( 1961 
TT 43) fffV tfTTT 10 % tjT (23 ff) % 3WJ 

(iv) snrr wn Tnfrrfff <rr TTrir ■ t 

TRTR tFTT3T3T “eTT Rffttffff Tuf riTifffff, 

fffTfffi' RTfff, fRFTJ-” UT 1994-95 ff 

1996-97 TF % TT fuNlTT Tfff kV fffir ff 


[*jI«T 11—rfl 3 (ii)5 

44? % 3T«tik 7^4 fir gqisfff % S4t- 

4rt 4 affair % 3?^ '•— 

( l) TT fatJrftrf? 37R4 STPT ^T STikm 

arm =FTf srkrnr tr 4 % fa? g^m 
TUftf?! tjpfcPTT (T4T affRWqr tjt(k4r % 
fircr ^7T frpT% ffcq Wt 4 Wffl ^ 

*rf & 

( 2 ) *fR faHrifkfV gTmsfkrfisfT ^ forkr 

q4? 4 tuicT g^cff spf? f%ffY 4Y sdflfu 

% tkR ffRr 11 & mam (s) 4 

fsrfafocj: fo4Y 4 sffTO ?>t 3j«r^rr ?kY4r 
4 fa*r ettM 4 37r4t fafa (tmsunfs- 
TRf t PffT< 314*1 fetff af^ *fg 3fift % 

’ m 4 5trct *4t a,N$Tf«srer R^ksT wro^ 4 
fim) *pt fff^r ?r$r TUrr 3i«r*r g4 w 
H$f *R4T R^rr; 

( 3 ) 4? srfsr^vr W4\ 44? vm % mv 4 
hpt; Tiff ?t 4Y, 4? fa *>r? 4R 4 srw 
Erm ft^tt Mfatfnr 4? ^jar ** fa ifar jpTtt- 

tjpR "RH *R faerffatf? % 3*k4? <Y Rrffa 

% fact Rrarfa*; ^ fr W4T i?4 *kY*R 

% 44tf 4 3T5T»T 4 WT 'jfarnfa 7<T? 

srrcf? ff ; 

( 4 ) *R faErffaft 3JT4^T ^rfirfRRR, 1961 % 
JTT*m4? % ST^TR 3?>Tffr STRI 14*74? f**- 
14(1 ^rq 4 3H**R snfWRt % 7TR3T 

^krr i 

[^rftr^rr 4i 1412 / 911 . 4 . 197 / 35 / 9 s-^rr.«P.fa.I] 

7DR *TJ, 2faR uf** 

New Delhi, the 3rd July, 2000 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 2)0.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iV) of clause (23C) of section 10 of die Income-tax 
Act, 1961 M3 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “State Innovation in Family Planning Services 
Project Agency, Lucknow" for the purpose of the said sub- 
clause for the assessment years 1994-95 to 1996-97 subject 
to the following conditions, namely :— 


(I) the assessee will apply its Income, or accumulate for 

application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it Is established; 

(II) the assessee will not Invest or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in tire form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the assessment 
years mentioned above other wise than in any one 
or more of the forms or mode* specified in sub¬ 
section (5) of Section 11; 
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(iii) this notification will not apply In relation to any 

income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business, 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file Its return of Income 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance With 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

[Notification No, 11412/F. No. 197/35/98-1TA-1] 

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 

*rf fa?4Y, 3 srmf, 2000 

(ar pm) 

3RT.3U. 211:— WR 3lf4f**tf, 1961 (1961 
*TT 43 ) *f?V OTTT 10 % 4* (23*) % 3*4* (iv) 
am **tt wfauff *pt rtFt *r(? % at* tr*tr 

^TTTBTtr fl kT46r FsretJijz wfa qfar*r 4k 

qifa4Y, f*?4Y, 4? 1999-2000 4 2001-2002 

fw % *r faqkq- *4f % f'TT frtrfafarr wff % 
SfEtftfk T$fT ^ ^RTS- % srtjkTTftf 3rrEPjf%cI • 
TTfft % a?4iT:— 

( 1 ) tt 3fnr vr ®r^rqT 

girtft 3 tpi T^krm & far<j w^r 

R^tFl (WT Sf^FTffTtrT gtg 

% fa? <skT fr-r^ ftrc[ wmT tA 
*rf S. 

(2) rwtf'TSff 3RT-7fkrftftT fjfgkof 
trsrf 4 4?rar ^rf ftrrfV 4> sr^rffer 
% skm am 11 4 V vnsrra (5) 4 tkfk- 

iW f'Pfft ft’b" 4 SflETT ftf SiTTf 
4 fff-T crO'-frf 4 ^nfr f^ftr (taR-ttu- 
tRffm arwr f44V ^ ,k 
% JR 4 um WTr vw- 

sft 4 ftRBT) *ur fr-Rr ^‘utt srtnrr 

t3% ^wr *r£f ^R4r 

( 3 ) tf? affa^Rfr fep4V t*4V 3T|-q- % 44 et 4 

wfj; ft^r ^Bft, 4t % ^krsR 4 5rm «rm 
wm srf'fFTi'ff ft ^ k >?*rr md^R 
15 W 5R fwrfTpTr hft urfcgr % 

f<TO VVSfm fl T4T i7?r ^TRtsfR % 
44 et 4 sfeTT 4 4^7 jffcnrpr 

isruft ^li 

( 4 ) TC PlErtfkft 31RT^^ atferPTTtl, 1961 % 

HTwaiBlr % 3fT?fR 3?q4V aim 1%tr- 

fkef 4 3?mR TrftRTiTt % TWT 

vX*n ; 

( 5 ) feft TfRTTtr % far«RT f^rffT Jf srfirfTW 
fspp 4k sk7RT%4f % 44‘j 4 4 rtft 
% 4«m 4mr sr^ite 4 *r*rr f 44 ?k?r 


wrtfWTnrw:9rt*ft lo.aooi/tnR 31,1022 
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TOfarrf qft tffa tow tot vfY 

TOKTMT TT®M MTOTf TOT TO¬ 

RT R % MRT MlffK Rff #3fr TOMTO I 

t^ftl^RT M. H 414 /TT.M. 197 / 37 / 2000 —TO ,rt. 

fa -I] 

MTO TOT, M-TT ufaM 

New Delhi, the 3rd July,' 2000 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 211.—In exercise of the powers conferred bv the 
sub-clause (Iv) of clause (230 of section 10 of the'Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “National Institute of Public Finance and Policy, 
New Delhi" for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 
assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to the 
following conditions, namely:— 

( 1 ) the asfieasee will apply Its Income, of accumulate for 
application, wholly and exclusively to the objects for 
which it is established; 

(ii) the assessce will not invest or deposit its funds (other 
than voluntary subject contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above other wise 
than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(ili) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income be big profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assess/a and separate books of 
accounts arc maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of incomo 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the Institute, the 

surplus and the assets will be dealt yithiu the 
manner prescribed in the Articles and Memorandum 
of Association and no part of it will go back to 
the contributing State Government or Central 
Government. 

[Notification No. 11414/F. No. 197/37/2000-ITA-J1 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 

TO 

ffavfV, 6 Tfarf, 2 00 0 

TO.TO. 212:— affarfaMT MSTO 1 1020 ftRrfa 
30-7-1999 if TOTOT 3 MTOfaM " 3 1-3-2000" 
•fit "31-3-2001" TOT TOTf | 

[srftl^RT M. 1 1428 /TO.if. 197/53/2000- 

3Uf 

TOR TO, TOR HfTO 


CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 6 th July, 2000 

S O. 212,—In the Notification No. 11020 dated 30-7-1999, 
date “31-3-2000” appearing in column 3 thereof, shall be' 
read as “31-3-2001” 

[Notification No.'11428/F. No, 197/53/2000-JTA-I1 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Sccj. 


fit fawft, 6 ^TTf, '2000 
(TOMRR) 

TO. TO. 213.—TOMTO fc'fafaMM, 1961 

(1961 TO 43) *P> MRT 10 % ('23T If) ^ 

U-fTO (iv) STTT STTOT nfaM TO TOFT RRcT gt» 

TOjffar totot nM&Rr "togt to-ft m«m sr*w" 

TO 1998-99 % 2000-2001 TOT % TO fatjfTOT 

to! ^ fan fnTOfvifgcT TOff % TOMefar xffi $n 

ero tsrosfa % toet-MM srftr^f to qr^eft 1 :— 

(1) TO furfflcft TIT fit MET TO TOMTOM TOUT 
WET TO TOMTOM TOM % faM TORT 
IT TOM TOuTT TOTT TOFMMMT ■TO MURtff 
% fan TOOT faufa fat? Wtf GRTMTO 
irt I ; 

( 2 ) TO fauffdlr MMFFT TO faTORT Tlr 
etot ^srfff v®(t *fV fatfV vft TOfa % 
tfrttM hrt 11 q?r mtort ( 5 ) ^ 

fair n^ M MfiEfi TO TOMT cTffa'i % fa TO 
ofafiT H TOfaf fafa (^SR-RFMTfaUcT 
TOTMT fafft TOR MEJ Mffc % To R HTTO 
TOT TORfafT TMpMST amiM It faTO) TO 
fa^vr K?ff TOOT TOTTO TO MTO M^T qrfal; 

(3) .tT? MfcIffaMT fatff TOM % TO IT M 

MET. TOff $>fV, Ml fa TOTfaR H MTTO 
TOM <TMT STfaTOM MR ME fa (far 
MRlRR MTO TO % MURTO ^ 

TOffa % fan TElfW M$T $1 TOT 
turfanx % TOfsr ir tout ?r tort nfaroMn 
Rff Rifr MFft 

(4 ) To fncjifaffT TOM TO HfiTfm, 1961 % 

TOMRTRT % MRTTR MT-fr MIM 

fTO'fafT MM IT MTTTO SlTftT'FRt % TfMQT 

mtim rtimt; 

( 5 ) fatfr 5 ^ ^ froar-T «plr ffalir MfafaTO 

TlfWMT srfa MfaTOMfaMt MMTM IR^RT 

Mfa MMH MM3R «F> M I 

[WkgTORf (T. lUSO/SiT. M. 197/57/98 

TO, TO fa.-l] 

MMT MR, TOR MfaM 

New Delhi, the 6th July, 2000 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 213—In exercise of the powers conferred by the sub- 
clause (iv) of clause (230 of Section 10 of this Iricome-taj 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notiflei 
the “Bharat Bfaavan Trust, Madhya Pradesh” for the purpose 



^ 3 (ll]l ftWftfftPrtt'fafftrtlf 10," 20flilfifa21,Tf2S 


yf tiae said sub-clause for the assessment year* 1998-99 to 
!000-2001 subject to the following conditions,' namely:— 

(i) the assesses will apply its income, or accumulate for 
application, wholly and exclusively to the objects for 
which it is established; 

(11) the assesses will not invest or deposit its funds (other 
than voluntary contributions received and main¬ 
tained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for 
any period during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment year* mentioned above otherwise than in 
any one or more, of the forms or mode* specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply In relation to any in¬ 

come being profits and gains of business, unless the 
btisitte j i incidental tp the attainment of the ob¬ 
jectives of the assessee and separate books of accounts 
are maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the a*sesaee will regularly file its return of income 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the IrrCOme-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in die event of dissolution, its surplus and the 

assets will be given to a charitable organisation with 
similar objectives. 

[Notification Mo. 11430/F. No. 197/57/98-ITA-I] 


53* 

mftFnft 6$f ?wt ^ft' UTRkrc % 
ft ’ETFTT it 6$ 76ft 

$ ; 

( 4 ) 6T+ wnm *rMft66, i96 i 

% JtT^srpff % WTift 6T6 fwttfV 

f66(>6 66 ft 106*7 STfftraFmOr % ftftift 

6>t*6 6t^6t ; 

( 5 ) fa ft* % f%r*r^5T 6ft faifft * ftfftfaRr 

Trfunrt 3 tH sum 

arr?r U6f4 tf6 sn 6ft 4 ft w^ft 1 

[ftfftf66T6. 11436/ftT. ft. 197/48/2000- 

wm fa.-I] 

66+ 6S, ft6+ ftfaft 

New Delfil, the 10th July, 2000 
(INCOME-TAX) 


SAMAR Ml ADR A, Under Secy. 

ftMr, 10 ^srrir, 2000 

(wnm) 

«pt. w. 214 .--'mm ftfafaftft, mi, 

(1-061 66 43)fat STITT 10 6? m (2 3-6) 

(jv) TTTT 666 66 Jfftfa 5ft *6ffa 

setwtt tTfr^KT ftftVfftftW qirc *ft 

ftfa, 6651V ft 1998-99 % 2000-2001 

66 ! ft sr faaVr 6ft % fftft fa*6fafafl wft % 
*TS6ftfa T$d jjft 666 3ft«fa % flfttWft 
TTfft :— 

(!) ftPC-fasftMt 66fft 6T6 66 8*ft6T5T W66T 
6T6 66 *#6TCT 67+ft % faft 6666 
ftft66 ^661 66T 666T66T 66 
% faft 67 + 6 T ffto'ft fftft Wfift F 6 T 66 T ft 

6f | ; 


S.O. 214.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the sub* 
clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
the' “National Association ■ for* the* Blind, Karnataka Branch, 
Bangalore' 1 for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 
assessment years 1998-99 to 2000-2001 subject to the follow¬ 
ing Conditions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate for 

application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for whch it Is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not tov'est of deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary subject contributions received and 
maintained In the form df jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply to relation to any In¬ 

come being profits and gains of business, unless the 
business Is Incidental to the attainment of the ob¬ 
jectives of the assessee and separate books of accounts 
are maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 

before the Income-tax Authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 


(2) tflT-fasftfaft 66466 6ri-fasVT % 666 

6Tt 6ft faftt ftV 6<rfa % fiY+T6 
sfr+T 11 6ft sqtfra ( 5 ) ft fafaftre 

faftft 667 ft ftfft67 36 3T66T 6fV ft 
fftwf srftTT ft 666ft fafa (^Tf-66I^6d, 
w6r faftf «N6 66$ mfa 4; w ft 

ftftT f$f3&6! 65T6T6 ft fa r 6) 

66 fa4*T 6$T 67T6T W66T eft 6T6T 6(ft 
6^6T 

(3) 6? wfa^66T faftt <66 % ft 

ftn # $>ft, «fr fa 6ntffarc ft 6T6T 6t6 
661 (ft ffa fa ftftT 66<fan: 

1366 67T-f69ffa^ 6! 6ft Stffaf % fat* 


(v) that in the event of dissolution of the Association, 
the surplus and the assets will be given to a chari¬ 
table organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 11436/F.*No. 197/48/2000-ITA-I] 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Sety. 

6$ faFft, 10 5 | 5 nf, 2090 

(flTtfat) 

6ft, ttt. ns.-^-ftnriFN: wfafaftft, mi 
(1961 6 ft 43) <£t ftrrr 10 % 6 ft (23-6) % 
(iv) fTKT 3 WRT wf666t 6!f 66t6 67 T 6 5ft 
*6fW 6+'66 < ft 6 | 3 T 7 !T “tfV 'd 4 t 5 ? . ri( 5 T 6^6' ftfttf 565 T . 
4PW, ftf fa?W ^ 1999-2000 ft 2001-20 02 

6ft % ftt- faakft ftftt % faft ftftt $ 
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(ili) this notification will not apply in relation to any in¬ 
come being profit* and gains of business, unless the 
business is incidental to the attainment of the ob¬ 
jectives of the assessee and separate books of accounts 
are maintained in respect of such business. 
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weytffar yfa yyy y-T<*fs % a q'ty . 7,-4 wfsrgfan 
4Rcf) ft, wyfa? ;— 

( 1 ) 4R-fyy?f<y) syfa) wry 44 sfawny wyyr 

yyfa) ww 44 ^fayrw 4Rfa fa ffaq. y^r 
4444 cMT WyRfoKf 44 y^ytryf 

% fsrq 41 Iw fyyfa fact wfa) ?4N4 t fa) 
w£ ft ; 

( 2 ) 4R-fyst)M) yfam yR-fyyfay yfa? fa 
fayy fayfaf fa? fa) ffay) fa) wfarr % 

Ufafly 4 RT 11 fa) yW<T ( 5 ) fa fafiW 
fafa) tjfr fa wifar far 444 r yftfat fa ffay 
yfatfa? fa yyfa) fa fa (far-wrfary, 4i4fan; 
mryr ffay) wrc ‘errfa % ¥4 fa mm 
ff4T w-nffay shptr fa ffawr) 

44 faf4w yf) 4^yf *4444 44 W4T 4$f 

4RWT ; 

( 3 ) tr? wffagwyr ffafa) ftfar wry % faysr fa 

WR y$T ft)fat, aft far WRT4R if STf-cT 
wry ?r4T wrfawry '{1 wy yyi fa? fawr 
tr) 4R wr 4R-faatfasfV % y^4wr 4 ft 
arfar % fay. myfwy y{r $) yqr fafa mm- 
str % fafasr if wwy it fasn yfar-Tfa w{? 
xfar yfcfr fa; 

( 4 ) 4R ffa^fteff TOR STfaf+RT, 1961 % 
awjRfi % w^wR wqfr wry fay fa) fan-fad 
¥4 fa W144R 3Tfa'Rfa % KW 44)54 
qrfar ; 

( 5 ) fat tpfa % fayjy rfa ffafy % wfafofy 

Ttfarfa fax fafayryfayr yyry yfa 

ffqt4 faysy far 4 fa wrofa) 1 

[wfa^wyr fa. 11437 fir. fa. 197 / 23 / 9 s— 

wryyR fa. I] 

WfiR 9(5, W4T yfafq 

New Delhi, the 10 th July, 2000 
(INCOME-TAX) 

SO 21 f_In exercise of the powers conferred by the sub- 

clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
"The Jawaharlal Nchnt Memorial Fund, New Delhi” for the 
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1699-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to the following conditions, 
namely ■<— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate for 

application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established ; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions received and maintain¬ 
ed in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any 
period during the previous years relevant to the 

- assessment years mentioned above otherwise than in 
any one or more of the forms or modes -eelfied In 
sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 


(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of iucome 
before the Income-tax authority In accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution of the Fund, the 
surplus and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 11437/F, No. 197/28/98-1TA-I] 
SAMAR BHADRAj Under Secy. 

*r§ far-far, 17 farfa, 2000 
(WTC4R) 

tt. wt. 216 .—wrm wfofyyT, 1 oe 1 

(1961 44 43) fa) STRT 10 % (23-4) fa 4T- 

UT (iv) 3 RT 44 W nfayfa 44 5 >fa)y C 7 fa 
faffar wctr UfTfaSTTr “fa farc ^ far 4 try fay, 
q£; faRfa” fa) 1998-1999 fa 2000-2001 44T 

fa qrc-fyafar yyf fa faro fyjyfyfay srct fa *mfa 

gt( TTi yqfay fa yfatdyr4 wftrgfar-f trO 

ft, !T 4 fa; :— 

(1) ^'RfadifRf) yyfar *tr 44 sfamry zwm 
yprfa) Try 44 z fafary y far fa fyn tott 
fayyy gfayyr 44 t sTn^ddr yy 

fa faro, yfafir ffayfa fyo syfa) ?4T4yr fa) 

it ft ; 

( 2 ) yR-fysrifafa) tt fyafacy yfaf y 

fayy ’j-ityirf 44? fa) fay) fa) wyffa fa 
fafarc ura 11 fa) y-r-TRT ( 5 ) fa farfaf^d 
fay) oy fa wfaT fay ffa?y yOfar fa 
yyfa) fa fa (fayr-yyifayy, yfafan: yyyr 

fafa) Wrc 4^3 4ffa fa ^4 fa 4R4 44T 

yyfryy fawy fa ffafy) 

fy>w y/t vfaT Rflyr yfa yfar y|) yitiyr 

yfayr; 

(3) y? y?fag;yyr fa-fa ^ 4 ) wry fa yyy fa . 
yty yfa fay"), fa) fa ^RfayR fa srey yry 
44 T wffayry fa yy yy fa fayr trItr 
yyy 4R-fafafafaf fa U^faufa? fa) 4T|ty fa fyy 
yrfafyy yfa fa 44 T 4 fa yfafanx fa fafay 
fa fayy fa y-KT-ifaTTro yfa yfa) yrfaT 

fa ; 

( 4 ) 4R-fna?fafa) WT44R Wffafayy, 1961 
fa arysr-faf fa w^yR w-Tfa) wry ffayrfa) 
fyyffay yy fa my4ifr-5R') fa yyy 

yrf.yT J 
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% fan fadT ffafa faq ^dfa WTdT fa 
*rf I ; 


fnnrH—w* 3 (ii)] 

(v) fa *fa % ffatrw fa ffafa k wfafapf 
vrffarf fav 9fa~mrfadr fa % dffal fa 
fmk.Q sw dddfd h$ fa ^rrqifr ffag 
ddid dfanm dfa ^ wst fadrafa fa I 
fa STtfaft I 

[yftr-g^T n. 11444/^f. d. 197/45/98- 

wiw-f^. I] 

dd? dst, dqr dffar 


Nev/ Delhi, the 17th July, 2000 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 216.—In exercise of the powers confci red by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 ol 1961J, the Central Government hereby notifies 
the “The Ilin-i Kushl Nivaran Sangli, New Delhi” for the 
purpose of file said tub-clause for the assessment years 
1998-99 to 2000-2001 to the following conditons, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate for 

application, wholly and exclusively to the objects for 
which it is established ; 

(ii) the as'essce will not invest or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form of ■ jewellery, furniture etc.) for any 
peiicd during the previous, years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise than in 
any one or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 

income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the atsess*,e and separate books of 
accounts ,are mainlined in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 

before the Income-tax Authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the rvent of di r so1u*ion of the Singh, the 

surplus and the assets will not be distributed or r- q id 
to the members of the Sangh, but shall be given to 
some other Society having similar objectives. 

fNotiflcation No, 11444/F. No. 197/45/98-1TA-T1 

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 

hi ffafa, 17 S^TTf, 2000 

(smm) 

tt. srr. 2 17-—■’RTd^uC 5rfafu>w, i96i 

(i96i *frr 43 ) fa trm 10 % vv ( 23 -d) % 
TUfa (iv) JfU atffl dffafa TT fadf ififa 
fafad dmnr tTfpTft (tt 'VffaM dwr ^ vn: *Tra 
tfafa, da fafat” fa 1999-2000 ?f 
2001-20 0 2 AT % TT ffafaT fa? % fdd. 
fawffafaef W % dfajf Tfa ijlO -Tfd dn'td? % 

. fanfffa wfEr^faiT mfaf tufa 

(l) .- 57 ,-^V 5HTf TT x’fal’R' m*a 

TUfa dTd *FT Efffa % fart ddTd 

Rddd d«U STndfddT Td 


( 2 ) TR-fafaffat TdfPf Td-fddfrd fa? 5? dder 

cpfaf fa? spY ffafV fa srdfa % farm 
URT 11 fa OTdTU ( 5 ) if Wfipz ftfa 
ft if srftFP 5d «ra*rf falfa d ffad 
fatfa d ddfa f'ifd dulRTf 

dddl fa-aV SCdf d' : 3 diff % W d RTRi 

ddf dijdfdd fafaST 3TW(d d fa~d) 

tpT fd4d dfr fadr swr fa dirt dsr 

*hidT ; 

( 3 ) it - ? dffer^ddT ffafV faf did- % mu u 

vcii\ d^f $i4Y, 5ft fm TTRtdn: tr artr dm 
dhf did dm i?i dd AT fa ddr WtdR 
gtfd JiR-fdaff'i'ff % TV srffaf % 

fad drdfw 3T ddt Td ^,'RtdK % 

ddd if Wdd ir fad f-jfaffTP? d|t mft ddfr 

$ ; 

( 4 ) fiR-ffajifccfr dPf'td dfafdhd, 1961 % 

B iWRT % ddd'R 'dfar unt fdCrfa fddfad 
d r f if dTddd dtfat'RT % du'4T dTSd 

d-fan ; 

( 5 ) fa 5 *£ d faddd fa faifd % wffaw 

Tlfadf 3ifa dffaFTfadt ddfd ddfadf 

dTd UHdf farad fa 1 41 dlfaff I 

[wfa^dTd. 11445 /df. d. 197 / 54 / 2000 — 

dTddv fd.-I] 

ddT d3, dd< dfad 

New Delhi, the 17th July, 2000 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O, 217.— In exercise of the powers conferred by (be 
8ub-clau r e (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961). the Central Govcrnmenl hereby 
notifies the ‘'Indian National Trust for Art and Culture Heri¬ 
tage, New Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for 
the assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to tire 
following conditions, namely 

(i) the aisessec will apply its income, or accumula^ for 

application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions recc'vd and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furnhuie etc,) for any 
period during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise than in 
any one or rtore of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to - any 

income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is Incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 
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(tv) the gMMpsec will regularly- file Its return of income 
before the Income-tax Authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that In the event of dissolution, the surplus and the 
assets will be given to a chrjtable organisation with 
similar objectives, 

[Notification No. 1144J/F., No. 197/34/2OO0-ITA-I1 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 

7f fa?Tft, 17 tfJTTf, 2000 

(fn 7 r , PT) 

w. m. 218-—'«rrm wffrPwg, 1 9 e i 

(1961 *BT 43 ) «fit URT 10 % SS (23-7) % 
gws (iv) ara wt w rnitg 7n?t jt* 

roFR gg^yra "g*3ftftprrg gtHwit, fgugrc” 

1999-2000 ft 2001-2002 W % TrGfattfTg 
Wf % ftftr fafvrfafafr 7dT % WKirsftg T?cT §0 
gw OTJiiir % stfDrgr*? gfagfw frgft $, *r«?tg :— 

( 1 ) faeitWt gwtft *tpt w s$t*rr*r g«m 

gggft OTT «trr 7^7 % f*rg ggw 

tiw ■joffpn 7<rr ggngm gg g^wf 
% fat* Ti^gt M *g7ft RTWr 

7?t g£ $ ; 

( 2 ) ttt fkirffaft gg^w vk f*m?7g ggf Jr 

gw ^ggfwT ^rarffer % stag 

rnrr 11 7?t ggErm ( 5 ) Sr 

t^sf? Jr nrf^K gq*g rrftgf Jr fg*g 
g(t7?t Jr gg^ faftr (gw-wrf^rrg, 
guffar gggT fagt ggj ggj «rrP; % *7 
Jr SfTW d7T (f 1^7 31VTTPT % 

fa?g) wrr g$f «p^ttt gw gJr ggT 

g$ T^rpr ; 

( 3 ) wftrgggr fatft wrnr % ggg Jf 
*TPI 7$f ?(t*ft, 7ft fa TTTTtTK JT HTW 
gig cWT tTfusmr ?t 77 77T fa tffft 
«rn>7R gw w: fgdffgft % ’S^traf 7 ft 
mpfr % fro. stigfaTr g$r 3 ) ggr 3% 
wrfaTT % gg«r 7 ggg Jr JfaT 'jfarwg 
g|T grat $ ; 

( 4 ) wr fagtWf *rrtm gfWm, i96i % 
itmnft % ^grT. *rg?fr mg Prrmfr fagfag 
gg Jr tm^ grfaw^t % gwr 9>r*g 
TfJgr ; 

( 5 ) far % fggsg 74 fatfa g gfgf77T 
Ttfwg'r ajk gfrgigfagf ggpr gg^wf 
7r^r wgH ggsg *p> tft grgft 

[gfagggr g. 11446 / 77 . g, 107 / 56 / 2000 — 

wf. 2t. H.-I] 

ggr gs, wr gfrg 


New Delhi, the 17th July, 2000 
(INCOME-TAX) 

SO. 218.—In exercise of the power* conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 1(J of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 196D, the Central Government herebv 
npiifies the “Exhibition Society, Hyderabad 1 * for the purpose 
o[ the said sub-clause for the assessment year* 1999-2000 to 
2001-2002 subject to the following conditioha, namely:— 

(1) the aswssee will apply its income, or accumulate for 
application, wholly and exclusively to the objects for 
whic h it is established; 

(ii) -the assesspe will not invest or deposit its funds (other 
than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any 
period during the previous year* relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
In eny one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(ili) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assesses and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such busjness. 

(iv) ihe Bs?essee will regularly file its return of income 

before the Income-tax Authority in accordance with 
the proisioits of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, the surplus and the 

assets will be given to a charitable.organisation with 
similar Objectives. 

[Notification No. 11446/F. No. 197/56/2000-ITA-I] 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 

g$ faptfV, 17 Tjgrf, 2 Q 00 

(amVT) 

7iT.gr. 219 :—giggr gfgfggg, 1 961 (ieei 

TiT 4.3) 7 ft srm 10 % wx (237) ^ 37#^ (iv) 
3TTT TfiTTT tFTfWtif 77 TTKcT $7 frjflTCT TOT 

i i -ftt y ru "grin ttrl r*wtr (liftm) 

fte^ft" 7ft 1 997-98 Jt 1990-2000 TiT fgtjfaT 

guff % fgg fgtgfferfTOr ggf % gwrcftg ^ 

gw gwrr % 1*4 TTTSft g«rfq;:— 

( 1 ) ttt: fggtfrrft ggTft gig w iwgrg gg^r 

gg^ft gT7 7 tt ir^rgrg w-t ^ fgq; gggr 
ggw ythgrr argnwgr 77 gg^gf 

% dtJgr fgg% fgo; Wi* HTTwr 7 ft 
gf _%) 

( 2 ) ttt fosrtfrsft ggg^f ^ fggtrg TTt Jt 

gypd c[tgrff ggf.TftfTr^ftrft gjffg % TkiH 
rrm 11 7 ft grgru (.5) Jr fgfgfgci ftgft 
gg Jt gf^TTr ?g g*nt gftgf % fg?g 
g^TTif Jr grrft Met (%< ggrr^xig, TvffgT: 
gggr fwft g-g grfar % ¥7 Jr rrrw 
ggr wf«D 7 i gggrg Jr fg^g) 

7 R fg^r g^r ggtg gJr w 
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(3) TO sTfer^T frjft sfpl ^ TOR R 

tor to! ffaft, TO % rtTOrtt % rur 
TOR RRT aTpRTOR TO TO RRT fa fa|T 
TPTTRTT TOR TTO faTOfaft % gTOfTO TO 

srrffa % fro rtTOrt- Riff TO rrt ffa 
rtTOrtt % tor if totr k rrt rjf^vrf 
rTO J :TO RlTO ft; 

( 4 ) TT fysrffrft 3TPTV? TOfafa-TR, 1961 % 
RTRtrFfr % tortt rtTO tor f^arr'fr fro- 
fpT'RT RR % RTRRN- RTfariTO % RflRT RTrfa 
TOtRF 1 

( 5 ) pfa fRRRR TO farfR if stf?rfT^ tj fqnir 
RTF qfr^pqfrrrrt RRTR TORTRT RT% OTH 

RRTR TO R TO rTOTO 1 

[RfTOfRRi %, 11447 /^.. 197 / 131 / 99 -^- 
TOp-l] 

rrt r?, 3trt nfro 

New Delhi, the 17th July, 2000 
I INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 210.--Ii' exeieise of the powers confcried by the 
sub-clause (iv) of olau'e (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (4.1 uf 1961), the Central Ciovemment hereby 
noriflcs the “Agu Khan Rural Support Programme (India), 
New Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 
assessment years 1997-98 to 1999-2000 subject to the following 
conditions, namely;— 

til the as'esscc will apply its income, or accumulate for 
application, wholly and exclusively to the objects for 
which it is established; 

(ii) the nsscssce will not invest or deposit its funds (other 
than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any 
period during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment ycais mentioned above otherwise than in 
any one or more of the forms or modes specified >n 
sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(hi) this notificalion will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits .and gains of business, unless 
(he business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and sepauite books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv) The nsfssee will regularly file ils rclnrn of income 

before the Income-tax Authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act. 1961. 

(v) that in (he event of dissolution, the surplus and the 

assets will he given to a charitable organisation with 
similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 11447/F. No. 197/131 /99-ITA-T1 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 

r£ fTOTO, 19 TFT, 2000 
(termrr) 

ttt.rt. 2 2o--Trm*fr?: RfafRRR, 1961 ( 19<31 rr 
43 ) TO wtu 10 % rtr ( 2 . 3 -R) % 3W (IV) 
nm rrtr TOTOTO tt rTOr rtTO ft* TOTOr rtttt 

237 GT /? 11(11-—2 


'TOR am TOrirtTOr trifr fa^RR ^tfTOR, r£ faTOt” 
TO 1998-99 % 2000-2001 fRF %■ ROT fRaTRR RTO 
% fair fRRfafaR TRff % TOFT TOR |Rt TfiFRR 
% RRrRRfa TOfalfarR TORT t, :— 

( 1) TiT-fTOrfRrfr TOT TOT TOTTOT RTOT 

TOFT RTR RT fTOrTT TOT % fTO[ TOFT 
RRRR 'J9FFTT TOT TFFRR1 TO % 

fTO TORT, fTO% fTOj TOTO TOTTOT TO r£ 

h 

(2) TO-fREnfTfff TTO-lfTOfTTR TO-fTO%FR TO? 

% RRR TOf 4% faTO R% RRfa % 

TOtTR STITT 11 TO TOTOtr ( 5) % fafafaFT 
faTO TO % TrftW TO WTOT R%T 4 % % fflTO 
RRTtT % TOFT faffr (^RT-TOTfaTFT RnffTO 
TORT fTOff TOR RTf Rlfa % to % TOFT 
TOT TOf^faFT TOTRTR % fTOR) TO fatw 

Rff TORT TORT TO TOT R'fa TTOI RfaRT ; 

(3) RT TTfTOjTOT faff F%T RTR % RRR % 

'TFJj Rflt fTfa, TO fa TOTOTT % RUR TOR 
TOT srfTOTR TO TO fa fan RTTORTT 

TOT TT-fRRffTOT % c^ffRf TO RTfrR % facr 

RTH'fTO Rff ft TOT faT TOURTT % RRR 

% TOR % ffaT jfaTTT't R?f rTO TOcfTfr; 

( 4 ) TO-fTOlfafT RTRTO RfafRRR, 1961 % 
TOTOTRf % R^RTC TTTRT WIR fRRT'RT faRTFR 
RT % RTTOT RTfaqRft % RR5T TTOT Rfar I 

[Rfa’JTOTR. 11404/TO.R. 19 7/3 8/2 0 0 ORTTOF-fa. L] 

RRT TOT, 3TTO RfRR 

New Delhi, tjhe 19th June, 2000 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 220.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Incotne-fax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby notifies the "Small Farmers 
Agri-Business Consortium, New Delhi” for the pur¬ 
pose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1998-99 fo 2000-2001 subject to the following condi¬ 
tions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 

mulate for application, wholly and exclu¬ 
sively to the objects for which it is estab¬ 
lished ; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposif its 

funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during fhe previous years relevant to the 
s'sessment years mentioned above other- 
se than in any one or more of the forms 
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or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11. 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation do 

any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
assessee and separate books of accounts 
are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assesses will regularly file its return of 

income before the Income-tax authority 
in accordance with the provisions’ of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961. 


[Notification No. 11404IF. No. 197)38(2000- 

ITA-T1 

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 


fa ffafa, 19 fa, 2000 

(tfiw) 

•PT.OT. 221: AT747 fakfafa 1961 ( 1 96 1 

<PT 43) fa HT7T 10% (2 3-fa % TEST? (iv) 

arm jhrt vrffar 47 rrfafr 47 A fa rfa- 

strt "ffar fafafar fa t TFrw Tffersr jsr fa ffafa’ ’ 

fa 1996-97 Tt 1998-99 74T % 47 ffarf™r fa? 

% fall faRfafag- wf % ¥ta%r Tfafa 747 

% Jnfmr4 fafaffa 47fa t, xrfar ;— 

(j) 47-fafafcfa 77%? 5TFT TT ?mT 

srrfa wm 47 4fa? % fan 7747 

irwr farm twr st^cRT 37 fafa?%ffa 
fam, ffa% fati fafa itot fa fa|; 

(ii) 47-fasrffCcft 37R fafaffa 47-ffarfc>T wf 
i in fafaf fa ffafr fa srerfsr % farR 
tmr 11 fa ttott (s) if ffaftfa% 
srffa far srfaT fatfa A ffa7 fat fa it 
fafa fafa (747 SRrffTTfr, fat 47 iTfaT 
ffaft «t«t 4 ^ 5 , srrft % m % sett e«e 
snrfarT faffarp 3T17KTT % ffaT) TT fbfar 

fa? 4741 iTfaT 7% 7ET fa? 474T E%4T; 

(iii) fa srfkfaEr ffaft faff set % fair etej 
niff Ffnfr, At fa Tpfarn: % jtttt irro mrr 
wffarnr fa 77 fa fa irtfart faT- 47 - 
ffarfffaft % fafaf fa mffa % fau snfafa 
far fa mtf fat TTTTgrr % Afar if tet 
% fa?r jf^rtmE fat fat ^rtefr fa ; 

(iv) 47 -ffafffaf? smrfa =rrfkffa»T, 1951 % 
tnwfa % wdm T %rfar xtm ffa7faffaffa 
IPT % TTfaT utfafa % etst wrt Tfatr 1 


^Tftr^mT A, 1 1405/TT.A. 1 97/1 18/99-Tm7fT.-l] 

RET7 fa, em fafa 


New Delhi, the 19th June, 2000 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 221.-—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of 
the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the “His Holiness The 
Dalai Lama’s Charitable Trust, New Delhi” for the 
purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 
1996-97 to 1998-99 subject to the following condi¬ 
tions, namely .— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclusi¬ 
vely to the objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 

funds (other than voluntary contributions 1 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture ete.) for any period 
during Ihe previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise 
than in any one or more of the forms or 
modes specified in sub-section (5) of Sec¬ 
tion 11; 

fiii) this notification will not apply in relation lo 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate books of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the Income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provision's of the In¬ 
come-tax Act, 1961. 

(Notification No. 11405|F. No. 1971118199-ITA-11 

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 

fa ffafa, 31 Afai, 2000 
(3?pm) 

4E.3TT. 222 :— 71747 fatfaffa 1981 ( 1961 
47 43) fa SETT 10 % STS' ( 237) % fafa (IV) 
8T7T faff fafafa 47 fafa Tfa fa tfafa T74ET 
TfaSKT "7T<fa7 ETfaTflfaTT 7TfaT, fa ffafa” fa 
2000-01 7 2002-2003 fa % 47j%tfm fat % 

fan; ffarfafar fat % arsTtfar far fa ttt ttAt 

% famfa fafaffa Tfa t, TTfa :— 

(i) 47 fajffafT Ttrfa arm- 4 rr ^farnr ot 

77fa 3 tw 4rr 47 ^ % fan; tutt 

jfamr 74T TT7=Fn 77 

% fa'T Tfar faT% faT s-TrFTf fa 
fa ft; 

(ii) 47 fajffefr 74747 47 fafarrr fa? % 
T74 fafaf fa? fa ffaf? fa 3TfaT % T Trnr 
mrr u fa 7U7r ( 5 ) if 

firfa mp % 3TFJ4) fa'474T fafa A f*TR fatfa 



fwr 3 (ii)J 

*f Ms (km: Hmfmm, mffcn: h-tit 

f4kV af?T Hlfc % ¥4 ^T STT'^t cT4T 

aFJTfflT FTkak it f*FH ) 4T 

fqrtflT ngf 4lkm 31447 4% 447 44) 1 4km; 

( 3 ) mr kfep^rm f4kV km hr % psf k 

rrr<r kfr $kY, »rr ftp 4(ktTR % mm 

ww r-'Tt 3(fttvrra ?t k-r tt k <$m 

«OTR 444 44 ; fmrffkfV % 4TTkt ^ 
srrfk % fa* mkfmp 4 $r € T <w 

TTkfarc % ir'mr *t am ?r mm jfimFk 
mfr xm mcft k, 

( 4 ) *re ksrifttf armi arftrfow, too 1 % 

mrsrkT % tf-jiirc armft md fmikfr 

fmrfmr mi k arwTk Trfmpkt % mrer 

4)IU-T ORbr I 

( 5 ) fa fTOk »ffr fklk if arferfoET RfW 

wk qfwmfkm wh zfa mfa 

mrsr =Pt 3t sk Tk’ft 1 

[arfa^m m luss/imk. 197 / 010/2000 3u.jpok.-lj 

IRK VTJ, hjr hTht 

New Delhi, the 31st July, 2000 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 222.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
SUb-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies The National Human Rights Commission. New Delhi” 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 2000-2001 to 2002-2003 subject to the following con¬ 
ditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate for 

application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established’; 

(ii) the assessee will npt invest or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any 
- ooriod during the previous years relevant to the 
Assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
n any one or more of the forms or modes specified 
.n sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 

ilicome being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate boohs of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 

before the Income-tax Authority in accordance v, 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 19(51. 
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*rf femft, 14 mrm r 2000 
(nrmm ) 

tpT . STT . 2 2 T— HETTR wfaPTHT, 1 9 6 1 ( 1 9 6 1 
4 H 43 ) 4 ?T OTTT 10 % JJT (23Jf) % TWIT (iv) 
5777 T4R RfkTt T7 mTT4 4R7 F*. %kt7 TT'CPTT 
1*445777 “pfemi TIT kef 4>f T fkk 3TT4 TfSkmimr 
PTETlkk fkRk, Tf fjfevfr" 4i’T 2001-2002 II 
200 3-2004 IFF % 4R ksrfkl TTf k Rf* frfi-l- 
kkcl nkf 4? HWJT4 m m 3fT TTkT ^ nk- 
3prk Hkgknr 4kk mik :— 

( 1 ) TT k'JTkrfT k7T7 HPT 44 R-44TH HkTT 
-JikT HFT 47 iRTOTT TH % fao 7747 
7H74 'J'tflTTT 447 HkHRIT T4 
% fa* HTTttT f7R% fa* 4747 *77777 

47 nf |i 

(2) 4k kcrffcft 37744 4k kskd tit t 

IDTT ^TTcrt TTf 4^ fkft vff ?TTk % 
fRlT (TRT 11 T'TJtTT (5) T kk- 
k^: fTlft IfT TNTTf TT IT *4 

KTTr drrk H fd-'T frCt^f IT tttT kfs 

(^T 7 ', ^TlffRTT, HITT ftkt H-T 

4T;j TTTk ^ FT ir TTF-f rTHT 3T^Tf5T?T 

sritio 0 fsT^r) Ti kkr Tiff 

4km 4TTTT TT TOT Hfa Tim; 

( 3 ) Tg ursrgmiT %ifr ^ifr sttt % kTH n 

TT4 Tift ?TrfT, kT fa TTTtTTT % 5TET 
efT'd TTT TlPmTT'd it 5TT fa 

4TRTTK T4T TT kcTTftdf % 
mfm % fa* mTkir Tk fa fr«n *fa ^rfr- 

TTT % Hsftr if TIT4 If km jflcfTrtr ?T(ff 

Rift dkr ?t; 

( 4 ) 4R k'crfftfft TTTTTR TTkkTm 1961 % 
jrmkf % h-thr mfa hr kwft fa*- 
kT mi k hpttt mkmk % TiRer 
4km 1 

(5) fa fartUT 4?r faffa if HkkdiT TTfuiTT 

3fK dkirmfirm HmT 4rk htH 

TT43T TT 4 fa kTHtfl 1 

[Hfurgmir k. 114 g o/qm. k. 197/68/2000- 

HT.4> .k.—I] 

w: nr, hwt irikT 

New Delhi, the 14th August, 2000 


WOT 44 Tnm : <TTT4fr 1 0 , 20U 1 /tfPT 2 1 , 1922 


(v) that in the event of dissolution, the surplus and the 
assets will be given to a charitable organisation with 
similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 11455/F. No, 197/60/2000-lTA-lj 
SAMAR BHADR.A, Under Secy, 


(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 223.—In exercise of the powers conferred by tho 
bub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the "Indian Council for Research on International 
Economic Relations, New Delhi” for the purpose of the 
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said sub-clause for the assessment years 2001-2002 to 2003-2004 
subject to the following conditions, namely :— 

ti) the asscssee will apply its incomo, or accumulate for 
application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established ; 

(ii) the asscssee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any 
period during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise than in 
any one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any income 

being profits and gains of business, unless the busi¬ 
ness is incidental lo the attainment of the objectives 
of the assessee and separate books of accounts are 
maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the asscssee will regularly file its return of income 

before the rncome-lax Authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and tile 

assets will be given to a charitable organisation with 
similar objectives, 

[Notification No. U460/I-. No, 197/68/2000-1TA-1) 
SAMAR RHADRA, Under Secv. 
?ft 31 ?FTFT, 2000 

(sTTWT) 

yt.stt. 224:— sriw?; srfsr 4 nEr, 1901(1901 

YT 43) YV ETPCT 10 (23—4f) % 

(iv) am spttt wfar4t an sum amt %*sfFr 
*ryr t Tcr ; pT<T "tfttfrfn 44 t tr nM tnut 
ni *f4 1999-20004 2001-2002 
axi 4 m frsifm nnf % %tr wf y 

5TErFT IF 717 RT-RY % *41^4 

■TRrfl n, ?f«rtr[ :— 

(1) ^-f44rf44 whr titt ttt ti«rt 

'JO'ht 9TBT ■m 4‘Cd % Pro ■d+i'TT 

irw i j t 4trt <r*rr sttrutt rt % 

fnrr fjpT% ^Tf4 ^STTTRT t4 

fc; 

(2) aR-fnsrfftxfr RR-RfmfcrT yt fruiter ^q'f 
% 4m 'j-nnnf mf 4r f44r vfr Tinftr % 
rn? tsrm 11 nr rwrt ( 5 ) Jr fsrfn- 
R'R fnifr nr e r^T fy 4 arfyn 3r«inr 
mrui 4 nftnf 4 r*r 4 fafsr (^Nr 

(Rffax 3mifml ^ nrg wrfe 
4 m 4 rrrnr rr«iT suRferr arn- 

am 4 f4R) an f44w nff 4mrr sprrr 

7!% tsprr nff trsit n%nr; 

( 3 ) ni srfsr^RTT f44V 44T mn 4 44sr 4 
nr^ nfr *4*4, 4t % ttrrk % rpr 
m<r fr«rr *Tf4vrm ft 77 r ft nnr 
yrkr w *FR-f4srff4?4 % rtfrt nr 
rnfnr % frrtr nwPrn r? 4 ?4 rrnr 44 
nrrfaTC % 44‘j 4 nnn 4 4m jf^rRrnt 
nrfr Rfr mtff iff; 


( 4 ) aR-fnsrffVifr ?rmR sifafwr, 1901 % 
RTnsrnft n st^utr ?m4 ttw 4rr 4 far- 
frur 4 sitter rrrffinm % tutm ttra 
n^Tf 1 

( 5 ) fn 4 prat nr amir shar-tt ?Tfmri 3fTn 

qfrmTfvFTt nr/r «iRf4 nnsn 

nr 4 4t mcrrft 1 

[srf«npnr 4. 11471 /nr.4. 197 / 72 / 2000 -^^ 4 ^- 

fn.-lj 
'+ra, wnn rrf^ra 

New Delhi, the 31st August, 2000 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 224.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C| of section 111 of the Income- 
tax Act, J961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government heicbi 
notifies the ‘Mobile Cheches ior Working Mouthers Children 
New Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub-clause lor the 
assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to the 
following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulalt 

for applicatoin, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund; 

(other than voluntary contributions received ant 
mmnlained in the form of jewellery, furnilun. 
etc.) for any period during the previous year* 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned nbovi 
other wise than in any one or more of the form, 
or modes specified in sub-scciion (5) of Sectioi 
U; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 

income being pi’ofiis and gams of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such busi¬ 
ness. 

(iv) (he asscssee will regulurly file its return of income 

before the lucomc-tnx authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the. event of dissolution, its surplus and the 

assets will be given to a charitable organisation 
with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 11471/1". No. J97/72/2000 FTA-ll 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 

4# fcmt, 15 fmup:, 2000 

(5rmR) 

YT.Srr. 225: — TTFPTR 1961 ( 1961 

4tt 43 ) 44 snrr 10 % i44(234r) % 2 wy(iv) 
STO 3 TCtT RfifeRff 5fTfT*T fF fH/ER 

rtturj "ttrit 'ffRi fernr” 

44 1997-98 % 1999-2000 T47 % 

T4f % fmTr?r%T w4f % t^4 

rtt? % x4ram4 Ffsr^rT |, miq ;.— 

( 1 ) t>x 41^44(4 wrq- fiT ^RErpr mi 

^r 4 'tTPT tr 4 % f4<7 

tPT-iR'JTT RT % 

Ti'4Tr f4f-r% 'RfpV t4 

^ t 
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(v) thut in the event of dissolution, its suiplus and the 
assets will be given to a charitable organisation 
with similar objectives. 


[RPT II—fe 3 (ii)] 

(ii) *PT-fdfefdft WJdd TT-fddfe fef d 

fed gfecff fef fe fafe fe «fed % 
fecrd dm 11 fe mdm (5) *r fed- 

fee feft fer dw d fedT fe 
srw fetfe n fed dfert % mfet fed 
(^rcfT-jrenfeifr, fefe: smr fen w 

Wife % dd if STFd W doffed 
feffed fefdfd d fed) dd fdfef dfl 
dfe srw fe w d#r dmrr dfer; 

(ili) df fed^ddT fedt fet 3 {Td % fed it 
dTd dft fife, df fe ddferv d 5 W 
did ddr fedfe'd ft dd dd fe fed ddfe 
did ddd dd fddtffet % eferfe fe arfe 
ip fen; Rldfefi dfe ft ddr dd ddfedK 
% fed it aidd d ferr ^fewt ^fe fet 
mfe ft; 

(iv) did fddiffe aimd 3;feddd, m hi % 

aiddid'f % siddR srfet did ferfet tdd- 

o 

fdd ¥d d srrwt differfe % dd«r mm 
fedT; 


[Notification No. 11484/F. No. 197/105/99-ITA-I] 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Sccy. 

di fedt, 2 6 fdddR, 2000 
(dldddC) 

dlT . 3TT. 2 2 6:— ‘Tddrr fedffed, 1 9 6 1 ( 1 9 6 1 

dd 43 ) fe tnrr 10 % fetr( 23 —d) % ddfe(iv) 
sm add fedfei dir fefe dfe %fed ddr it 
dd^sm 'fedffejd: arfqd drcs tfe T ferdd fep few, 
dt fedt’’ fe 2000-2001 d 2002-2003 ddl 
% did fddkd fef % ffe fdfefefe fer % dfer 
fed |d ddd Idfe % fefedTd fedfefe dfet 
% ddtd :— 

(i) did fdJtfdcfr dddt dTd dir fenrnd dddr 
wfe arid do fetdFr ^ ^ ffe dddd 
ferdd ferw ddr arww id idfefr 
% fen; fefer fed% fed ?ddd ddTddi 
fe df t; 


(v) 5d% few dft fefe ir 3ffeddd drftffe 
fed qfddmfddt ddid ifefe did srdtd 
ddsd dd d dt ^Tdfe 1 

[feafeddT d. 11484/dd. d. 197/l05/99—dTddid- 
fd-1] 

ddd dd, ddd dfed 


New Delhi, the 15th September, 2000 
(INCOME TAX') 

S.O. 225.-—In exercise of the powers' conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (230 of section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government here¬ 
by notifies the “Forum of Financial Writers, New Delhi” 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 
years 1997-98 to 1999-2000 subject to the following con¬ 
ditions, namely :— 

(i) the asscssee will apply its income, or accumulate 

for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established ; 

(ii) the assessec will not invest or deposit its funds 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
elc.) for any period during (he pievious years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioned above 
otherwise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section II ; 


(ii) d-TT femffel -jfedd drr fferfet fef d 

ddd fef fe feft fe afetr % 

ferfd dm 11 fe dwm ( 5 ) d fed- 
fe-r fed! rrsp dim itt d dfdd ®d 
3TddT dffe d fe-d dfrFt d ddfe fed 

(tm-ddifeld, Tdfed smi fefe a{fd 

dfe dlfd dr dd if 5TT c d ddT d^feWd 

fefed: fertrrd d fed) mr fddd dft 
rpfef dddf fe ddf diff sped! d%df; 

(iii) fe fespfedf ffet fet srrtr % fed d 
dfe dft ftdt, d't fe TmdTT ^ dim 
did ddT dfelfd ft dd dd fe CdT 
dfedlT ddf dT fddtffe- % -vfefef fe 
dTfef % fed RTdfdd dft ft ddT 
dTTtdTT % fed it ddd d d^T-jffePTd 
dft dfe dife ft; 

(iv) 5PT fddffddt dldTC 3,-fdfddd, 1961 % 

Rlddfe % dddFC dfer 3fTd fddTtrft fdd- 
fdd ^d d XITOT fedddfe % dd«T rpTfeT 
fedf; 


(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
Income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment cf the 
ifcjcctivcs of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such busi¬ 
ness. 


(v) femr fe ffefd it idfe fedfed few 
fed dffefefddr ddR ddfedt dfe ddtd 
dd 5 d TT d ft dlddf I 


(*v) the asscssee will regularly file its return of infume 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961, 


[dfdfeTdld. 11519 /diT.d. 1 9 7/7a/ 2000 -dr fe.fe.-I] 

dm m, dm dffe 
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apJTftFKT TOR R frFR) T1 Fr^W 

R#T T%RT RRRT RR TOT Rff TORT WR; 
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New Delhi, the 26th September, 2000 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O, 226.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “Institute of Chartered Accountants of India, 
New Delhi’’ for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 
assessment years 2000-2001 to 2002-2003 subject to the 
following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessce will apply its income, Or accumulate for 

application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 

(i() the asscssec will not invest or deposits its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture 
etc.) for atty period during the previous years 
relevant to the assessment years mentioeml above 
other wise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 

Income being profits and gams of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such 
business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its pet urn of income 
■ before the Income-tax authority in accordance 

with die provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and 
the assets will be given to a charitable organisa¬ 
tion with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. U519/F. No. 197/78/2000-JTA-U 

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 

26 flEF-TT, 200 0 

to.rt. 227 :— rttot rFrFrrr, i9Gi(i96i 
to 43) stitt 10 % (23—*r) % tosts (iv) 

S1TT TOR rFrRRI TO TOtR TTR fq ^TT 

tTRTEPTT "sft THTTOTf mRR, 24 TTRRT, RfirRR 

TOTH” TO 1998-99 ft 2000-2001 RR % «fiT 
FRafTR TOt % FrR FRiRfRiTO Rfi? % RRTr T^R 
TOR TORTS' % TOtTOtf RferfRR RTfl tT4%:- 

(i) TOC fRtltfTfr TRTO RIR RR 5TRRTR RRRT 
RRR?f tTRT TO ^%RTR TOR % faq RRRT 
RTOR yjfRRr RRT TOTOTOT RR RR^TRT 
% FRR tfTRl FrRR 7 fRR 2RRfr TOTRRf <( 

t ; 

(ii) RiT fRtrrfTfr tor to to [rritct wf r 

RRR ^Reff W? FTOft Rf STrFR % 
R>UR RTTT 11 Rft TOR1TT (5) R 
fRfRferr FtoFt q^ rw rrt r rFrt 

SR imr r/TTO R FrTO cffTTO R RRTO 

FrFr (^RT-^rRlf^RIR, TOffTO TOR( FTOfl 
TOR mfa % RR R TOR TOT 


(iii) R? RFFJRRT fRTTfT rhft TOR % RRR R 
RTR Riff ifnff, Rt Ft TORTrtT R 9TTTT 
RiR TOT RFfiRIR £T R4 RT F*E t^Rf 
TlttRTT TOR TO FRRfFTOT % TOR TOT Tt 

RTf^r % fvrq rtrFrt Rff ft rrt rr 

TTTtsnr % RRR TT TOFT R R JI|FfTfirf 

Rjff TOt Rleft (ff; 

(iv) to: FRRfftcfT TORTO RftjFRRR, 1961 % 
RTRRIRT T TOTRR TORT TOR FRRRfiT FRR- 
fRR TO R TORTO RlfTOR^T T RR-T 
RiTTO TORI— 

(v) fRRTO FfrFr Tf TOAiTOF UTRRf RK 
qfTOJRFRRr rrir RTtror rtr rrtr rrsr 
tT ^ ?fT >jriqffT 1 

[RFyg^Rf Tf. 11*20/TO.TT./197/89/2000 TOi'.* 

tt.Fr.-IJ 

RR< TO, TOT RrRR 

New Delhi, the 26th September, 2C0U 
UNCOME TAX) 

S.O. 227.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Govern¬ 

ment hereby notifies the “Shrl Ramlurishna Ashram, 24- 
Parganas, West Bengal” for tho purpose of the said sub- 
ctausc for the asscusment years 1998-99 to 2000-2001 sub¬ 
ject to the following conditions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate for 

application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for whch it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contributions received and main¬ 
tained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for 
any period during the previous years relevant to 
the assessment years mentioned above other wise 
than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any in¬ 

come being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts arc maintianed in respect of such busi¬ 
ness. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance 
with the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in tho event of dissolution, its surplus and the 

assets will be given to a charitable organisation 
with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 11520/F. No. 197/89/2000-ITA-1J 
SAMAR BIIADRA, Under Secy. 
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hi«rll—-ft 3 (ii)] wK-rw tr-m ■ w-ft i o.-jooi/wvr 


W# Flfft, 16 ’JRgstT, 2000 

(WIWVW) 

VT.WT.228 .— WTWTO wFffFwWW, 1961 ( 1061 
VT 43) ft WITT 10 ? (23-W) V WTOW 

(iv) fRT RWW Wrf-fcTWT WT TOW Vft ^ ftftw 
WWPTC OWWtfTO "WTWlFwW WWWOTW %WT, ft Fftft” 
ft 1996-97 Jr 1998-99 WW % VW % FwftftT 

srtff sfr fav FwftFwFsrw wTrff % wftw ^ wro 

zmz #r srftwwrw wfft(fvw vift |, wwfw :— 

( 1 ) to: fwerfFwft wwft wnr vr sftwrw wto 
WW ft WTW TO ^TTTW TOft % Fft£ WWTO 
WWWW <jTOri cT«TT WfttlWWT WW TTftft 
% fWiT TOWT Fft% Fft Wft TOTTf 
ft w# t; 

( 2 ) to fwftfift ww^tw to Fwftww w*rf Jr 

www ml ft Fvft ft wwf k % 

ftttW WTO 11 'ft WTOTO (fi) W FwFw- 

fe«w Fvft wv wwwr wv w wftrv ?’w 
WWWT wftft Jr f*r«r wftft w WWft FwFw 

(Wft—TO tF?TOW, TOffwT WWWT Ffift WTO 

wrw; wrfar v to Jr tow wwt w^tT^w 
svfftsv ftrwiw Jr Fwto) to Fwtw w$r 
ftWT wwwt ww wwr w$i IWl W%WI; 

( 3 ) wg ftftjwwr fftfV i?ft wrw % ftrw w 
wrw wgr gift, ft fv TOfWrr w tow 
wtw wwt ftftrrw gt ww wv fv ijwr 
VTTfaTC wro to FvftfFft % w^iftF ft 
writer % Fft snwFwv wft ft wwt itJr 
vrftwrr % wftr w www Jr 

w$i wft «ncfr gf; 

(4) vr fwftfJftr wtoto fttjFwww, 1 96 1 % 
TOTsnft % wjjwh: wrft wro Fwwwft fww- 
Fww to It wtoto wrfavrft % ww«r 
9ii^w vYwr; 

(s) fawaw ft wwr Jr ?wft wfwfftw nfwwr 
,wk qfcw^rfwft wmw wftftf wift wwM 
wwww ft ^ ft wftft i 

[wfW^WWr W. 1 1530/ft.W. 197 / 93 / 2000 -m.- 

v.fw. -I] 

www vrj, mx wfwar 

New Delhi, the 16th October, 2000 
(INCOME TAX) 

SO, 228.— Id exercise of the powers conferred by tire 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (UC) of section 10 of the 


Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies the “Centre of Social Research, New 
Delhi” for the purpose of the said sub-clause lor the 
assessment years 1996-97 to 199S-P9 subject to the following 
conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assesses will apply its income, or accumulate 

for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any, period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above other¬ 
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-scction (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 

Income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly flic its return or jneome 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the 

assets will be given to a charitable organisation 
with similar objectives, 

[Notification No. 11530/F. No. 197/93,'2000-ITA 1] 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 

Wf fftft, 16 2000 

(wnrvr) 

VI.WI. 229.— STPTVT wftjffttT, 196l(l96 1 
VI 43) ft trm 10 % (23-w) % 3W? 

(iv) 5 TO tot mfftft vr Rftrf vft ftftw 

WTVTT ^UITTr "tTFW TUFT ftftW, WTWft WTUW ” 
ft 1999-2000 Jl 2001-2002 WV % VT fawn/T 
ftf % fftrr f;rr:T%fNW VTrff T SfftW Tft WUT 
tuts' % RTfNrwnr wfftjfww vrft %, :■— 

(1) vw fwwJfTft wwft wrr vr mw 

wwftTmr vr ftWRiw vft % fW'T wwTr 
ftm ^ftcurr wwr Tnr?wwinr ww wwYftt 
% fw'T vftr fftrY fftt T'wft FWiTwr 
ft wf t; 

( 2 ) vt fwifffrft wufui vn fmfx^r wft % 

www ftwft ml ft fvft ft wftw % 

ftTR wnt 11 ft WTWTO ( 5) W fftW- 

fvft ft? wwwr itw Jr wrww ww wwwr 
wftft Jr fw-w wftft Jr wwft fwFw (^hrw- 
wwrfgriw, vftwT wwwr fvwr w?w 
Wlfw % TO if WFW wwr WWTfSTW 

wwv Jr fW'W) vt Fwftr wft 
ftwr wwwr ww wwr wft Twr w%wi; 

(3) wg wfafwwr fvwY Fft wiw % ww'w Jr 
wwj wft gift, wr fv vtowr w SITO 
wrw wwr wfwwrw m ww wv Fv wwr 
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rteRete ret re fjraffVrfV re'Efet ei 
RT pE R f%(T RTeFeR Riff sfr EET 
n% RRtETE % REE R REE R ENTEfJE- 
RTR ^rpfY FT; 

( 4 ) re f^trrfVcfr rtere eFrFeee, i9t>i % 

STERIEt % RERTE EERY RTE fEEEtft pEE- 
fPTcT R RTERE ETpERm % REST 

RISE ; 

( 5) fEEEE Rf EET R SRlR RfRpEEE etFwet 
Ek EfER*EpEET RETE EERiEf EtR ReY'E 
RESE RT E ifY EtRgY I 

[RptigEET R. 11532 /RT.R. 197 / 8 / 2000 -ET.E. 

r . Pe . ~I] 

REE EE, RET EfEE 

New Delhi, the 16th October, 2000 

(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 229.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies the “Institute of Rural Management, Anand, 
Gujarat” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 
assessment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to the 
following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessec will apply its income, or accumulate 

for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the asscssce will not invest or deposit its funds 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.l 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above other 
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section II; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 

income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the asscssce and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the asscssce will regularly file its return of income 

heforc the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution its surplus and the 

assets will be given to a chmitable organisation 
with similar objectives, 

[Notification No. 11532 'V. No. 197/8/2000-JTA 11 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Sccv. 

e£ fesfy, lesr^srr, 2000 

(«HWf) 

RT.RT. 230.—R1ERE RfsrfREE 1 , 1961 (1961 RT 

43) eR urn 10 % m (23-E) % (iv) ?pt 

skcE *1 f*fn*Tl RT EEtE Ti ,r i ■YiETIE R^RTE 

bREENT 'RTE «SfJIETR7 RReETRE, 'fc TS T TE 20 01- 
2002 R 2003-2004 ER % RE FreYeR EEf % PER 
fT R pEfar vrff R RETE EFT EE REE TREE R EE'TRErY 

EftFjfEE EJEffr eeYe 


20ni/MAGMA 21, 1922 [Part fl—S ec. 3(ii)] 

(i ) TE FmtFErft EERY RTE RT T^ETE EEEr 
EERY RPT RT 5EEE1E ReR % fER ERRT 
’TRET REEET EET REARER T EE EihlEf % 
fee r>et Feet Ft/ trrY ^eteet ft e£ 

(ii) RE FreYFFtY ERp RE TE FeeYee E'ff R 
REE TEERf EE? rY FreY RY ERE % 

ElUR EfET 1 1 EE RRSTTEr ( 5) E FrFEtRur: 
fRRY RR REET ttrt R RpRE EE ERET 
eRe) R Fret e%e R errY FeFe (Ree 
RErfFEPE REfEE REET FreY EM EEJ 
ETpE R EE R 5TRT EET REEFtjTE ?Ep5®R 
EEETE R FRR) RT FeRr EifY R>Er REET 

EE RRT EFT REET ERET ; 

(iii) E'F eFReret Fret RRY ree % ReeR 
■EPT E^r ElET, EtFr RUtER R ET C E ETE 

EET RfEETE FT RE ER FR EET RT^ETE 
TEE RE fEElfE-fr % 1^41 eR RtFE 

R Fee ETRFeR EtE Ft EET RE rreete 
% REE R REE R ENV-TyRERTTf EEfr 
ElEt Ft ; 

(iv) re FerYPeeR rtere rFstFeee, 1901 ^ 

RTERTEf R REEfE REEf RTE FEEEEt 
fEEfRE ER R RTERE RTpRRRt % REE 
RITE reet ; 

(v) FeETE Rt EET R EERY RpEfEfER ^ffEEI 

RtE qfER>RFEEr RETE EtfRl ElR" EETE 

re5e r't E et ErRRt 1 

[RfR^JEET R. 1 1533/RT. R- 19 7 / 96 / 2 000-3TTR.fR-I] 

ree vnr, rre rFee 

New Delhi, the 16th OcLobev, 2000 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 230.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (230 of section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the CenLral Government 
hereby notifies the “Arya Vaidya Sala, Kottakkal Kerala” 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assessment 

years 2001-2002 to 2003-2004 subject to the following 

conditions, namely 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 

for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above Other¬ 
wise lhan in any one Or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section II; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and pains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the' assessee and separate books of 
accounts arc maintained in respect of such business; 
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(urn II— v* 3 (ii)] 


»jTOTfftTrirra: < ^l.io. 2 oqif»m 21,143? 


(iv) the assessee will regularly file Its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Ihcome-tax Act, 1561; 


(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and die 
assets will be- given to a- charitable organisation 
with similar objectives. 

(Notification No,11533'/<F. No",, 197/96/2000-ITA-I] 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy, 

q£ftv$ft, 7 q^R 2,0 00 

(wrr) 

tTTT.WT. 2 31 .—RWIR Sfftrfaw, 1961 ( 1961 77 
43) ^ tTRT 10 % STS (23q)'% TPT STS' (iv) 3TXT 
spw mfaviTfr w srtf>r tr(T |q % . t -jttpr qq^m 
‘'tf'TT TRRtq qqtfxqt RTT q'tqTT, (7.'ft. )” TT 
q<f 19 9 8- 9 9 it 2000-2001 ?T*P % VX q^f %faq 

farerfrifrci 7(cff % fWtq T£(f ijTq grpr rt % qqtqqTq 

flfaijfaq TRcft :— 

(i) tr ftTErrPcifV qrrtft' srfq tt ife ci r ph-f 

qfUfft NTT tfiT rRcTRIR 7RT % fi?fq tgypifrr 

#=777 TTcWr q«TT WE3Rq- r 37 qi^m % faq 

«purr fqq%; ffcrq^qqft *qmr ?ift 

(ii) <ir fvrKrifqfr vx f^ertTor qqf ir rfrq 

l&qff qqf fit feft tft srqfq % qtxTq srrer 11 
tft to (5) Jrfqfqferfqtft qqr wit q?p 
% xrFirdi Ttr rw qitTt ?r f*pq erfWf it W 7 fr 
ftrfsr smr ftqft. wi 

qEjwTfe $ i*q t sntrf qqr 

*iVKIH & f*FT) 77 f^r%T7T qff 7^07 tfqqf q% 

w qftTRqr q%qi:, 

(iii) ®ri ^ ifasr if htij; 

ffpfl', Rtfa fpRtCR it RW, RPq ffstu Slfq- 

VlT'U It R7 77- f% qrrr Til tj-TR dTi 7R 

fqqffxqt % T^Wt 7?t RTferT ^ faq 
qifrir qrr qq trTttt % mv it wiht 
it % r . fqrr^rq- q?f Rjft reti e)f, 

(iv) tr fqsrffxq wriTR wfafqqq, i 9 6 1 % rtr- 
arqt %' q^qR srpft ?nq faqRft 'fqqfqq 
qq # tnw Rfftnuft % qq& q;r$q Ti^rr, 

(v) fqqxq 3 ?t farfq ir ^fdfxTq xrfirqt ffir qfx- 
iR-rfqirf q<Tfd R(? 3 f 71 % qqfif qq 57 iffj $ 

irrqtft 1 

[ttrfijBWqwr 11 5 4 2 / T TTT .d^T . 19 7/71/99-qT.^.fq.-I] 

?rt «nt, '?fT7: 

New Delhi, the 7th November,-2000 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 231.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) Of clause (23C) of section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies the “Inland Waterways Authority of India, 
Noida (UP)”, for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 

2J7 GI/2Q01—3 


assessment years 1998-1999 to 2'600^001 subject to the 
following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessed Will apply its income - or accumulate 
for application, wholly and - exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 

(Other than ^voludtary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above other 
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 

income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business es, incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in-rpspect. of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(V) that in the event of. dissolution,- its surplus.-ana me 
assets will be given to a charitable organisation 
with similar objectives, 

[Notification No 11542/F. No. 197/71/99-ITA-I] 
SAMAR BHADRA. Under Secy. 

13 2000 

(ffiw) 

•nT.arT.232-—WWU tfferfqrq, . 1 96 1 (-1901 STT 

43 ) etttt io ^ ^ (2*3 r) %qqfirt 1 (iv) gTU 
sem wftTEfr jprtq TRft ?jq %qfYir qq^fiRT 
"firfw?rfir#t5r?rf 2000 - 

2001 ft 2002-2003 HH* % ^ fifR-faq ft**- 

firfsirr ?Trff % wtq 7^% ^q tut xrx % RdWffr# 
TRcfr I, tr-T’rfT :-— 

(i) TR f^Mt grpfrV *mT 

- 377 ^ wTq tit 76‘trth % WqqrrTTT 
rrqqq q4qqr qqr tqqqTcW qq % ftqq 

fqq% fqq 'rt-'A pqtTqr ^ q^ % 

(ii) C7 ftqffrift.qq’lqq tr fgqkq qqf % tfqq 

q'Tt ^ feffT qt wqfq ^ qlTiq frm 11 

^ ^rqRT (5) fqTqiw f%rfr q^ ^rqqr q^ 

q tqfsrT «q qqqr ir fq-q qd'ET q 

fqfEr (^tR-qqTfijRrq., q?#qT rsitt f«prft : 
R75 qifr % qr q rtct qqr 7 5f^^r 

mr^tq q fqR) 7T fqlq q|r T<qr qqqr qq 
qqr qfi RRqr q%qr, . 

(iii) 31 wfqrjwfwt ^rfr?nq% qqq if qrq 
qff g|tfT, Rtfe sfiRtTR q Rfcq RTR TTr srfq- 

Rrq it q^ qr 1 % qqr ^iRtTR ret tr fqqt- 
fqqt 7 ^^ RTftq% fqq RTqpirT qqt 
^tqqiq# qrrTtqR% qqq q tett q rot 
qftqqrq q|r x-qt qqft if, 

(iv) Tx fqqrfeft Rnm wftrTqo'q, 19 6 1 % snq- 

qtqf % R^rix xqqfr qnr fq^Rfit fqrfqq qr 

q-TrilqR % qqw 'Piw 
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(v) ?r RftrfxRT Tiftwrlf <tftx qfx- 

wftwfTOT eft rrt 4 rese Rt 
E!ftRIT”fr I 

[rFhjeetr. 11544 /^. r. 197/107/2000- 

3rr°TrofsTolJ 

eex re, exx ePtt 
New Delhi, the 13th November, 2000 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 232.-—In exercise of the powers’ conferred by the 
tub~clau6e (iv) of clause (23C) Of section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies the “Civil Services Officers' Institute, New 
Delhi 1 ’ for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the assess¬ 
ment years 2000 2001 to 2002-2003 subject to the following 
conditions, namely:— 

(1) the asses see will apply its Income, or ■ accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it Is established; 

(il) the assesses will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc,) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above other 
wise than In any one or more of the forms or {nodes 
specified in sub-section (3) of Section 11; 

Oil) this" notification will not' apply in relation to nnv 
income, being profits and gains .of business, unless 
tbe business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
recounts arc maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of Income 

before the Income-tax authority In accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that In the event of dissolution, its surplus and the 

assets will be given to a charitable organisation 
with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 11544/F. No. 197/I07/2000-ITA-I] 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 
fcwV, 10 (TWI, 2600 
(rterx) 

’PTOT. 233:—RPTRT RfaFTEE', 1901 ( 1961 RT 
43) *VeTXT 10 (23fi) (iv) ITTTEEiT 

RWr-fiT vtftr Rxfr Trajirnr “fax 

FrteRfo <t¥ 'iwr% Ex*fr sFufa"' 

2000-2001 2002-2003er % rt FratxR E^f % Fni 

Fhh F-iRsII VTcff R ReFt TRcT grr gtRf 3V r* % Riff- 

3FTpf RfagfET RTrft f, WE^ 

(i) RxFrsrffFrft tetF ret rt ^eir rert 

rot rt rt^ % Ftp tert 

(TREE 'F’It-TI EET EREMT! % 

fxrrr ^rxTrr faR* m$t mu e££, 

(ii) rt FrRlfxft rt FiRfor ee! & tFte 

Rxt tF f%TF sft RRftr *, striE rto 
11 XF RRRIX1 (5) if Wrfire ftRfttpfi 


REET l*R F Rf^iEREEf E<FlFFFlUE 

?rftoF F teeF FtFet (FET-EmfjxiE, R#arx, 

REET trtf RUJETfE % TFT ir JTRT 

SET RjfWT Ftf«BR RKIEIE F Fe*E) RT FtFe 
R? ft RT ET REET 3% RET Etjf RTET (i*UT, 

(iii) e$ Rftrgw frxfT FFFrte % Fee F 

rt*]; e$ Rtf* "frrctaTX % Etwr rtr eet 
eFtete ?> Rif er Fet <trrr RrxFnx ^ee 
rx FfifirtFwft % xF rtFe % Ftp 

ETFFiR Eft ftEET FF RTTtETX * ERR F 

reeF Fot ’jfurRirt e$t x*#r '■ RRft ft, 

(iv) RxFratfxeft eierx nftrFpTR, i 96 i*ete- 

RTET % R5JRTT ET-ft RET fEETEt FurfFE 
RT F ETERX STffTRTff % XTRXfT RTftW R^XT, 

(V) FlEHE fiF farfE F RfRfURT TTfEET FV< tfx- 
RrqfalEt RTRTR EOT ElRf4 TPT5R *t t 
Jft Rltrift I 

[Rfmpwr xfwn : 11549 ^ 7197 / 44 / 2000 - 

rt.rt.FeI] 

REX m, REX RffiE 
New Delhi, the 16th November, 2000 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 233!—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (lv) of . clause (230 • of section 10 of the 
Income-tax- Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) ( lho Central Government 
hereby notifies the “Mysore Resettlement and Development 
Agency, Bangalore" for the purpose of the said subclause 
for the assessment years 2000-2001 to 2002-2003 subject to 
the following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply Its income, or accumulate 

for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 

(other than voluntary -contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during, the previous year* relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above other 
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modc a 
specified in sub-section (5) of Seotion 11; 

(iif) this notification will not : apply in- relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained In respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file Its return of income 

before the Income-tax authority In accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that In the event of dissolution, its surplus and the 

assets will be given to a charitable' organisation 
with- similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 1IJ49/F. No. 197/44/2000-ITA-l] 

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 
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1 =-*--- 

«r| fcwft,- 1 4 fawn, 2000 

(WTOTO) 

TO-WT 235.—TOR 1961 ( 1 961 TO 

13 )*pV urn 10 (237)% g 7 (iv) am Wri 

j?rf«Rtq1r to sf^tn- to& TO^ro swr waam 
Uto Rsftfatft, 2000*2001 Jr 2002-2003 771 
% to fVrff’rrq- wf % f?n? faroMwcr wf % wifta 

gn gw wiJ % srataJrtf wfa^fw vxft 

(i) TOfaRffc^gw# srm stot^?^TT fTw«iarrtsrw^Y 

TO TO H«RhTW TO^r % faTJ -OTTO qWW 

<ht WJWdror w gf Rtf % far» <pJfir 

fj|tr% ftfo. *g#**»mT 7 ft 7 $ 

(ii) to fgaffaft to: tfrah?h ?w? Jr sts 
^ 7<ff wf %t frotf <ft wfa % *Hro am 11 
tSY warn ( 5 ) Jr fafafd't froft tjTrwdTT 0 ^ 

Jr fl-fa^r 37 ^qan 

fafa (^are-^r i Tf^ t r a Ttffm: wutt frotf war 
wpgwrfa^ w Jr aw 77 T w^cfero (3faaw 
srwro Jr f*?ar) 77 Wir 7 $ «p^it tow gJr 
irwr f 0 tott wrorr ; 

(iii) to? wfa^awT ffaft ^ft wnr % aaa Jr 

rr$r ?Wt, toPw tomtit Jr- aw «mr 
(rat wfamro £T to* xv f* toOtr gw 
TOPraJfrsfV % J»rfcr% faqurg- 

IVp 7 $ ?> am <5$ TOatarr % g'da Jr 
waa a a«T-^f«rTO< a$V arrfy ?r, 

(iv) to: ftetffaft *mrro. wftsfamr, .1 e 6 1 % rto- 
am % w^ancwa^ wrro r<nmft tfrotfro 
va Jr toitoto arftrrorV % grow tsrw toit, 

(v) fsraea fjrofa Jf wfJrfaTgRtfwt am: Tfr- 
arafaat grow g^rat ar% aam aasa %t $ 
■<t'WMV 1 

[wftrqwm g. 115 7 3 / 77 .7 .19 7/10 4 / 20 0 o-WT.«P.fa.-I] 

g*RW> arm gfro 

Now Delhi, the 14th December, 2000 
(INCOME TAX) 

$.0. 234.—-In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies the ”Jnana' Probodhlni, Pune 1 ' for the purpose 
of [the said sub-clause for the assessment years 2000-2001 to 
2002-2003 subject to the following conditions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply, its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(11) the assessee will not Invest or .deposit Hs funds 
(other than voluntary contributions, received and 
majutalned id.the form of- Jewellery, furniture etc.) 


for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the .assessment years mentioned above other¬ 
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in snb-settion (5) of Section 11; 

(Iii) this notification will not apply.k» relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental .to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee .and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its netfirn of income 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that In the event of dissolution, its surplus and the 

assets will be given to a charitable organisation 
with similar objectives. , 

[Notification No. 11J73/E. No. 197/104,'2000-ITA-I] 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy, 

8 w«rd, 2001 

(wtoto) 

TO. WT- 235.—WTOTO WfapTOT 1 , 196) (1961TO43) 

T^sirr 10 % , dte ( 237 ) %g7W* (iv) amsnr?! 

Wfwtff .TO JT7t7 TOcT gq%^WWRW-|51Tr "4?s 
4frmr. TO3f(T?r TiTT ^iPp^ETT TOTTOn” 2000 

2001 Jr 2002 -2003(T4r% to fratr 3 ! %f?rcj f^^- 
faftra mi f % WEfrr r % Rtftsprtf trfff- 

TOfft $,W^:— 

(i) TO OTliV TOW^fififtfOTOT^ 

wm to . toJt % f^rc» #777 

Terror ?T7T wroTOr w ^to'T % f^rtr ipjtir 
f5PT% fa" (4T'T?fr «pt frl 

(ii) to fadffart to ffrok»i toI Jr (iw 

to! nft f-rrot <ft w-Tfn % flfapT qra 
n%tgrwRT (5) JrfWTnwf%dt^w 7 TO 
1 ^ Jr wfspp Irr WTOT wOpf Jt fTTO J I 

gwrff f^Pd (^TO-Trrf^w w wr ffiit 
WTO^ 5 WTft% ¥7 Jr 7TC7 (I7T ?5- 

/faST ST WTO JT ffi'7) TO H$t JpJfiT W77T 
gj( 3TRT ^ TO7T (TTOr, 

(iii) w? Profi wro % Jr wtx 

*T$f 5 >rft', Tflfa TOTtTR Jr 7ThT WP7 3 7T wFr- 
mw |T w ar f% dm RirV^n: gro to Prdtf^t 
% g^TOt srffcd % f^rc; RKrffin (rwr 

^TOTtiTK % ^7JT JJ W77 (T sTT 7ftTFTC( 
WTcft 

(iv) TO PrfffCTt TTTOTO WF^fTO 7 , 1961 % 7 TO 7 TlTf 
% W-JHit W7-ft WTO f47(rfr fTfF^.T ¥7 Jr 
WTOTO 7Tf^TOfr % (TOST TiltW TO7T, 

(v) fJqfcT Jr wFrn:77 ttF?T71 rTt 7fr- 

wTOFfRit grrro g^nff TrJr otf 4 #757 %r i 
ft WTttrft 

1/200 i/«6T.(r. 197/1 is/ 200 o-wi/p.fc.I] 
W77 wi.-arw wfw 
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New Delhi,' the fjth January, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 235,—In ■ eXerdiic Of lira powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (Iv) of clause- (23C). <Jf section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies the ‘‘West Bingal Council 7 for Child Welfare, 
Calcutta” for the purpose ’of the said” sub-clause for the 
assessment years 2001-2002 ^ to 2002-2003 subject to the 
following conditions, namely 1 :— " 

(i) 'the assessee 1 ' will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for w-high it is established; 

<ii). the assessee will pot ’invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the-- assessment years'mentioned above other¬ 
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(lil) this notification will, not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to- the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate hooks of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file Its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961: 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the 
assets will be given to a charitable organisation 
with similar objectives. 

[Notification No.l/2001/F. No. 197/118/2000-tTA-I) 
SAMAR DHADRA, Under Sccy. 

8 ^Rift, 2001 
(street) 

. -trr-srr^sei-TTiR^TrfefiTJrR, i9si (i96i EE43) 
Error io % (23 e) $ eties (vi) srosErr 

STfacfiff SET HEYE RcT gP fREdT P.EE3m "Hz 

tpl 1999-2000 ft 2001- 
20 02 TT , % EfT fasifTE zflff% f^rr. frrsvfbrpsR apgf 
% ,tra>r afitTTRf srfagfEp- 

ETOft :— 

. (i) ■ET fn'affTdl “/TTY TTP7 EP 5TEET 

. 3Wt WET Ti.T ERE fhprT 

TUER TEPPr PET yTn ’d^lRT % fbpr 

'RET f~TP EETPET TT Ef 

(ii) er fnsffrrft ep^ee set erT p ert 

WEfn % pItr «ro i i 
E?V 'JTRTTT ( 5) if MofER fRrt Otjr «T«[erT PEI 
& STftJEr 3E A7EE7 TT-^Tt E fPR (rYeT E PTrqft 
fufp (p ET-TdTf?TTa EEff’R; fafft SRP 
Erg srrfa % er e ejqt pet t3Ps0et 

sf^TETE P fRp) "FT foEET ERET 5TEET PtT 

®Tfr arTFTT tr^jj'r 

rog Pf/Y pWY, rofa trttr p uprr ptp 


PET irfEvTTE gt SfE PE? ft? f>ET ERTER PEE 
ER fdtTTfufr % P^EE‘T E?t Slftf % ftTP. RTP- 
fW PffY $1 PET PE TRftR % PEP If ERE 
P EfTPEEP P^ T^^TcfY ?T, 

(iv) ER fEd'rMr ETEER pfafaEP, 1961 % EfE- 
a i E T % PpPR PEET PTE f'EEPifY fapfact E'T 
P PIPER E TfPER Y %PP$T. TfEP ERET ; 

(v) fEEHR t\ ftEft P PftfPCf TrfW afix qrft- 
PRpPEt PETE P?XET TIT PETE PE5E E>t 3 ^Y 
P'ftifY 

(vi) ffE^ETOEf gfnfTOTE^Eff^.31-3-2001 % 

E'dl fuW 5TRTER tlfkfrWI, 1 96 1 E>V UR 
11 Tf r TTtiro 5 if MnfEnj fiTTEt % EPJETC Et I 

[STfST^ET B- 2/200l/HT.g. 197/1 u/.20OO-NT.Ef.pT.lJ 

=f<TT E3, 3TET EfEE 
New Delhi, tile 8th January, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 236.—In exercise of the powers conferred by tl 
sub-clause (vi) of clause (23C) of section 10 of tt 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Govornmei 
hereby notifies the “St. Xavier’s Education Trust, Mumbai 
for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the Assessmei 
years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to the followir 
conditions, namely :— 

, (i) the assessee wifi apply its income,, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which It is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above other¬ 
wise than in any one or more of the forms or inodes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 

income being profits and gates of business, unless 
the business is incidental, to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 

beforo the Income-tax- authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(y) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the 
assets will be given to a charitable organisation 
with similar objectives. 

(vi) that the Trust will -ertsufe that investments are as 
per the modes specified ip sub-section 5 of section 
11 .of the Income-tax Act, 1961 before 3,1-3-2001. 

[Notification No. 2/2001/F. No. 197/11l /20fl(U-TA-i] 

KaM4 ?R * RHArim Under. Secy. 

ffefVb 8 SfnWfT, 2001 

(*RER) 

srr. '237 .—TmrER ^rfarfiTTiir, leei 
43 )- ^ srTcr it) $ (23-e) $ 

-fi*z (iv) aro 'sett tEfETTEf E7r S#r ERfr 

ETEET qe^aro EMY' FRRET fEfa, 



[*TTTT II—«ar» 3 (ii)l 


irrar'nTrarrai'trmrfr io,jooi/<ni zl,id24 


5 »T ^ 1997-98 % 1999-2000 TFF %JRfaah?t 
TOf % fat* fnRfqfii/r *ra! % wEfta ^ go, w 
taws % sratsrjrrtf srfa^fafr JRcft % ?r*tfq :— 

(1) jr faaffTcfr tot> tot jr *t%rtvT tor 

TO$t to *ft ^tror jtot % far* -a^r^rr 

TjTOT rit wott ^t 

% fwq JRR fTO% fm 5TO> ?«?rriTT ^V 

*rf I ; 

( 2 ) jr fagffttft r f^ak^T srrt ir 

tw q*ff jpV Pruft tft toFu % 

skur am n ^rurcr ( 5 ) 3 faftfets 
Pro! qqr t*w 0^ ?r wfa-P i*i yw rriWt 
% fW rkku ir g*wV fafu (^anc- 
^arf^TRT, qtffat tor tot ^ 
srrfa % r if shr tot sEjTfsicr 
aiwiK ir fro) jr falw fr$r rr tor 
3 % jstrt rr hwt ; 

( 3 ) trf wfa^-r Mt f$t to % gste ir 

TOJ, S>tT, afffr JFUtaTC % TO TO? 
RR srfaTOi ?} w w Pf figr 
3 R sr faaffafr % tre^pilr qft sirfrer % 
kr^ srakre? r £r tot *$■ Rkarn: 
% mv Jr wf[ ir ^T-^fomq; ^ T@fr 
TOft it ; 

( 4 ) r faafkefV tor irfakrTO, 1901 
% RTRTEff % rjttr: w^\ tot fror/ifr 
toffaa $*r ir totr Rrfsrarixt % to« 
qjTKRr jt3r ; 

( 5 ) frokr if srfcrfw tiferf aik 
'TkrofviR tor -s^rzfi snk m'iA 
hrr apt ^ ^r TOjift 1 

[TrkrfRn i . 3/2001/951. . 197/11/93- 

*tt. v. fa. 1] 

TO"! TO, 3TR sfaq 


New Delhi, the 8th January, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 237.—-In exercise of the powers conferred bv t 
sub-clause (iv> of clause (23C) of section 10 of t 

ErX e ' ta \£ Ct< l J* l J®« 1961) ’ the Crural Governm, 
p!,« ” r tl .c w thft Maharashtra Gandhi -Smarak Nid 
rune for the purpose of the said sub-clause for t 
■assesMuent years 1997-1998 to 1999-2000 subject to t 
following conditions, namely : __ 1 

® tb F will apply its income, or accumult 

a PPh Cation, wholly and exclusively to t 
objects for which it is established; J 

fil) ^(otwT wiI ^, not inVMt or deposit its fun 

SLta(nM n )„ V ?) Un i ary “ n ? ib ««ons received * 
maintained l n the form of leweUerv fu™hn« . t , 


for any period during the previous year3 relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above other¬ 
wise than in any one or more of the foims or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(jii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the asscsspe will regularly file its return of income 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the 

assets will be given to a charitable organisation 
with similar objectives, 

[Notification No. 3/2001/F. No. 197/11/98-1TA-I] 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 

^ pTwft, 10 sfwO, 2001 

(srrq-tFT) 

*n\ 238 -—httr srftrfaqtT, 1901 

(i 96 i «r 43) jrV .trro 10 % tafor (23-q) % 
zmv (vi) 3 KT SITU vrfarqlr «PT qq>r <Rf! gtr 
^ifk tot o?r|3nT "<m«Tr tt. fq-aq-ro 

'nffer 9 ir 3 ^?PT, qi> 1998-99 % 

2000-2001 TfT JR fagkoT qri'f % fko fjfrrr- 

fafacT ml % wftTT ? I7 V ^ qjg ^ 

'Rift l :— 

(1) fqaffrffr ^-fiY tot vt 

TOT «fiT $#qrw 

53TTVT ^JTUT fpq T ^ 

^ ftfrtt ^ipr fJTn% faq 3 qap\ 
umqr qi> nf ^ ; 

( 2 ) JR fJTafftrfl^JR JR faakoRra-T# TOq 

^JTtff qqf J^r fjfiTfr 3ft TtiTfa % 

srm 11 jft ^rmr ( 5 ) Jf 

tisp m w % TTfVjT 3n TOqT oO*6f TT ktq 

fR^lr TT gnTt Mil (^TUTqrf^rrn, 

TOJTT TOT TTrk % J^q- if ^ 

cf^T TT^Tf^trT 3EJTTOT IT 

f^TT Rof TOqT m 5UTI rp^f 

! RR T?%qr ; 

( 3 ) q? TTfiT^rr kiTfV ^ qw % ^ % 

TOI ?>ft, 5frfq: qRfrqr? ir rp^- nro 
rrqr qfqqur ?> ^ ttt fjp ^ w:mi - 
^f?r «R PraffTTfV % ^ ^ % 

^ it ^T d,ir jfTRkR % 

Rsrir ir tprt ir ^ 

'JTRft if ; 

(4) JR kaffkfr TOm Wfyfam, 196J % 

utjttot % / wq^fV tot fq^fr fh^fircr 

^ ^ sTf^rft % tost 

Ttftrr ; 
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(s) flnrc* 4ft fcqfft ft wfftfftRi Trfftft ftVc 
trfa»**Tftwt rrtr «rrft Rufft htor 

4ft ftsft srotjft 1 


[wfft^RRr ft. i/ 2001 / 1 * 57 ' 197/121/2000- 

sn. 4 ?r. fft. 1] 

swr vs, wrt 


New Delhi, the I Oth January, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 238.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (vi) of clause (23 C) of section 10 of the 
Income-tax Ad. 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central-Government 
hereby notifies the “Padmashri Dr. Vlthalrao Vilthe Patil 
Foundation, Ahmednagar” for the purpose of the said sub¬ 
clause for the assessment years 1998-99 to 2000-2001 subject 
to tile following conditions, namely 

(1) the osSessee will apply its income, or accumulate 
for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the asses see will not invest or deposit its funds 
(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above other¬ 
wise than In any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(III) this notification will not apply in relation to any 
Income being profit* and gains of business, unless 
the business Is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assesjee and. separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) (he assessed will regularly file its return of income 
before the Income-tax authority In accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

<v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the 
assets will be given Jo a charitable organisation 
with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 4/2001/F. No. 197/121/2000-ITA-Ij 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy, 


hft ; ftfHsft, 15 2001 

(htwt) 

4T. g)T. 2 39—wfftffttHT, 1961 
(196 1 <*T 43) 4ft BKT 10 ft iftl (23-R) ft 
(iv) bkt srcrr rnfaraf <rt sufftr 4frft ^ 
ft^ftfo" RW1T 'ftTPTST ftfa 

ftftjrftft, R*art" ftt 2000-2001 ft 2002-2003 
(PR ft 4 * faftrCR W? % fFTtT pTWTf^ftrfT vrftT ft 
wfftr 7$ft ft t nforcrft nrftr^f^T 4roft 

vtfe, :— 

( l ) «FTT fdttff ft fT r t^Ptft vm W WU'Rltf 

' OT4ft 4OT «RT 97?ft % ffttj 

3WT WT ^IcFTT fm VTOcMT 3R 
vi ' ^gf f % fftt[ faprft faft ^T4ft 

*rf | ; 


( 2 ) 4TT ffttrffaft TFJ«f?T wrr fftgfcw areff ft 

ftW vt fftft) ftt WRfft % 

ftlTTR 9KT 11 ftt STURT ( 5) ft fftfftffte 

fftftt mr ft srfw gr»r ®r*rarr 
frftftr ft fft^r ?rfUvt ft OTfft fft-far (sbrr- 
'wriiTffr, thU < *r*r4T fftftt ^ 

5TTfft ^ RFrf 5T«1T 5CR,Tfifrar 

ftmR ft tVt) 4 t fftftrr »rff warr 

3 ft 3 PTT 4 TUTT B%ftT ; 

(3) h? irftrgftftr fftftt $ftV srnr ft ftftft ft 
ftftj; Riff ftftft, offfft IfRtRTT ft STF^T (TUT 
fTOi srfft^rrft snr art fft ft«rr 4rrrt4rc 

tr fftftrfftfr % 3 R 3 r^?jfr ftt srrfft- 
% fftft RTftfw Rff ftt fr«rr ftft =rrftt^r< 

% ftftsr ft w?ift ft ftsri-jfftirPTct 

Ujf ftTcff- ; 

"(4) *fiT fftfttfcft WTWT srfftfaftR, 1961 ^ 

mwft % Trqftr srni fftwfr 

[ftRlftft ft stnm %, ftw 

ftttftT "F^ftr ; 

( 5 ) fftRSR 4ft fft4fft ft wfftfftRT TTftrrr fttT 
'TfUTPTfftft TO RTft dftift ftRSR 

"Ft ft tft 'SHftftt 1 

[*rfftgftftf ft. 10 / 2001 M. ft. 197 / 7 / 2000 - 

5TT. *fiT. fft. l] 

w rk, inre irfftft 

New Delhi, the 15tb Jannary, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 239.—In exercise of the powesr conferred by the 
sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 .of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies the "National Institute of Bank Management, 
Mumbai” for the purpose of the said sub-clause for the 
assessment years 2000-2001 to 2002-2003 subject to the 
following conditions, namely :— 

(i) the assessed will apply its income, or accumulate 

for application, wholly aDd exclusively to the 
objects for which it is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit ns funds 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery^ furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above othei- 
wise than in any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to tiny 

income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assesses and separate books of 
accounts are maintained hi respect of such business; 

(iv) the asses see will regularly file its return of income 

before the Income-tax authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 

(v) that.in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the 

assets S*ill, begiven to a charitable organisation 
with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 10/2001/F. No. -J97/7/2000-ITA-I] 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 



537 


[writ—«ft 3 (ii)J 


Ttwro;•Gtrfr Kuoui/trra 'zinMs 


to ftoft, 10 200i 

(?rnm) 

«ft. stt. 240.—unm srfaftor, loei 

(1981 «PT 43) <V ETTTT 10 * to < 23-^T) % 

g ma'* (vi) tttt 5 Rn torraf ft rtt fw jo 
fctfhr btfr o^xttt ‘Vito Ttor 

to, fatotoT’’^ 1099-2000 
& 2001-2002 ?tf % ft PiwU u i tof % fto 
Prit-to rfa ff wt % wto T$# 50 WW % 
atoRltf srfa^fcT FT?ft £, *rto :— 

( 1 ) FT fraffdt «TPT FT ^BTM *r*FTT 

®tot stpt ft totTTTT ft% % fcro tfft 
O'stsr' l johm ?m *r*r*rcpn tt y*&Fff 
% fwo Fto fto% bro wmr aft 
$ ; 


Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government 
hereby notifies the "fConcm Lakshamallv Education 
Foundation, Museum Road, Vijawada" for the purpose of 
the said, sub-clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 to 
200T2002 subject to the following conditions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate 

for application, wholly and exclusively to the 
objects for which It is established; 

(ii) the assessee. will rtot invest or deposit its funds 

(other than voluntary contributions received and 
maintained in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) 
for any period during the previous years relevant 
to the assessment years mentioned above other¬ 
wise than In any one or more of the forms or modes 
specified in sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply la relation to uaV 

income beinjj profits and gains of business, unless 
the business la incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the asses see and separnte books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file Its return of Income 

before the Income-tax authority In accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961; 


(2) FT fdutfcft FT faufaJT (Fit it 

fw tot qfV froft *ft xrtor % 

toff OTTT 11 «Ft 3WRT ( 5) it fafafto 
fFift ijf ijf ir srftrF to 

?rft«rff it ftor afbft ir Ftot ftor (tor- 
arrrf^Tfr, toWr w«m ftot 
wrfir % to if srn^r T«rr w^rfeiTfr *tf«®F 
utsitm ir ftor) ft ftorr to Ftor hw 

to (3TR-T to (RUT F%*TT | 

(3) Ffa^toT fF(ft ^ WFT % (tto it 
stfL to jto, 'iftfr Frtorr it jtttt ftf 
rT*TT Xfftf^Tni jt n't! fF FTTtFTT 
TFT (FT fdtrffa f t * TTTWl tft HTfb * 
bfTT TtoftTF to jt (TOT to FTTltTTT % 
tosr it fttf it irm-jfeEmt to Taft 
oiTfft $r ■; 

( 4 ) ’ft ftofftot strft Tifsrftm, i96i % 
WNtlTrif % W^FTT to# OTT ftotot 
ftofto (FT it FfTO JTTftPFrtt % FTF 
fi^tt Ftor ; 

(5) FTTntor % ftodF (ift fwb it wfhftFT 
TTftot artr qforPTfmt inm TTtort 
JTTir frW FTfiTT (Ft ^ (ft ifTtrift | 


(v) that in the event of dissolution of Foundation, Its 
surplus and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 13/2001/F. No. 197/128/2000-1TA-I] 

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 

Bf fr?*ft, 16 WTft, 2001 

Trr. an - . 24i-—fburmrir wFrwft % fen? 

it? tor sffitr $ ftf to frwrr 

wm toTtot, 1962 % fbuT 2V % ett qfer 
wftjft wftrbtrT, 1961 (ift erm 10 ( 23 -^) % 
STdlJldlT- TT-fdutvvi 2001-2002, 2002-2003 

Fftr 2003-2004 % to Ht% to 3 it Ttoto 
Twf/FtWrto ortor Tt «rbt % i 

2. ir? ftoto vrrt % TTcftT f fF ; 

(1) ( 3 ^/toftPpF fbrtnto, 1902 % 

toT 2T % TTPT Tfer ?HTFT 

1961 ^5t am 10 (23®) % (3T^sft % 

XFJFT ftTT 5ftr WET 5FJTmiT toir ; 

(2) to (twit jt$ itFjtfm Trfr?r ^ ir(ft 

to ^PT/toitfw wr :— 

(*F) aWWTTfW 5 FTHT Tt tot TSRr 3f? FT 

to.to 


[wfagfTBT (t. 13 / 2001 /( 61 , a. 197 / 128 / 

2000-*TT. F. fr. 1 ] 
(T6T 'RTT, WTT (fto 


New Delhi, the 16th January, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O, 240.—-In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
suh-chmse (vi) of clause (23C) of section 10 of the 


(w) urmaf^fr ft w-mrf to fttt | tti 
tnaFT to'Trtot, 1902 % toT 

( 7 ) bttt (ttt atorr fF(ft 
toiFTT am s’trff ^ft tor tow 
to' ■fodi <r*m 

(t) m«TFT toTTTvft, 19G2%toT2^% 
( 7 ) am toto irsn towT 
ftotf smgw to ftitt ^ 1 
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3. IFjfaffa ®^/fafaffap | :— 

(1) *rm fa., io'f far 
w^frr-700001 skt 'farsR . w^ttw % 
srfafaTT ftfa it 3 3nT <tt® faerm 

'TftfaST'TT I 

205/60/2000-WJT^T fa. II] 

(2) ffaTO (fa Ofa-l) $T farTT faprnT % 

tmnR % jrphsr wtct % TFgrfa far 

fasn^f tfatjrnr fafafa fa. % fas 

farfa 30-11-94 % Sflfafa ’FTTC fa 

842-2l/93-fa faT % tPRffaf fafa 5TTT fa 

sft fajsn; *rfafar fa. 5fa tnr, fafac 

cfTT^TT, 7 6 9, ST^TT *flfa, 'fa'H fa 
3r fapr fafai[3T ^fafar fasn i 

(fa. fa 205/56/200Q ITHUR fa. II] 

( 3 ) fafa fffa^ 5T^TfT TT3JT ffajcf fat, faSRf 
TO, faW3T-4 fa faTf^ fatfl *f 22.5 

3*n mrrfa *[rc[fa ffaj/r fafafaFTT far 
126 fan mrfa 5 nt?> 
qfafa^prr 1 

(fa. fa 20 5/137/99-WW fa. II] 

fa 11 / 2001 /^. fa 205 / 60 / 
2000 -wnmfa. II faT^] 

^fajsr fa. *rfafn, wi fafa 

New Delhi, the 16th January, 2001 

S.O. 241.—It is notified for general information that enter¬ 
prises/industrial undertakings, listed at para (3) below have 
been approved by the Central Government for the purpose 
of Section 10(2301 of the Income-tax Act, 1961, read with 
rule 2K of the Income-tax Rules, 1962, for the assessment 
years 2001-2002, 2002-2003 and 2003-2004. 

2. Tlte approval Is subject to the condition that.— 

(i) the enterprise/industrial undertaking will conform to 

and comply with the provisions of Section 10(23G) 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961, read with rule 2E 
of the Income-tax Rules, 1962; 

(ii) the Central Government shall withdraw this approval 

if the enterprise/industrial undertaking :— 

(a) ceases to carry on infrastructure facility; or 

(b) fails to maintain books of account and get such 

accounts audited by an accountant as required by 
sub-rule (7) of rule 2E of the Income-tax Rules, 
1962; or 

(c) fails to furnish the audit report as required by sub- 

rule (7) of rule 2E of the Income-tax Rules, 1962. 

3. The enterpriscs/industrial undertakings approved are— 

(i) 3 MW Lodhann Hydro Electric Project in the district 

of Darjeeling, West Bengal by M/s. Nippon Power 
Ltd , 10A, Jackson Lane, Calcutta-70000) (F. No. 
205 /60 /2000-1TATI). 

(ii) Cellular. Mobile. Telephone Service in Chennai of 

M/s. RPG Cellular. Services Limhed, 5th Floor, 
Sponsor Plaza, 769, Anna Salal, Chennai, under the 


licence agreement No. 842-21/93-TM dated 30-11-94 
between President of India, acting through Director 
(TM-I), Department of Telecommunication and M/s. 
Mobile Telecom Seirices Limited (F. No. 203/36/ 
2000-1TA-II). 

(lii) 126 MW Larji Hydro Electric Project and 22.5 MW 
Ghnuvi Hydro Electric Project at Himachal Pradesh 
of M/s. Himachal Pradesh State Electricity Board, 
Vidyut Bhawan, Shimla-4 (F. No. 205/137/99- 
ITA-il). 

[Notification No. 11/2001/205/60/2000-ITA-n and others] 
KAMLESH C. VARSHNEY, Under Secy. 

faefa, 16 3R^fr, 2001 
tfiT. 5TT. 242.—Tfamrp/iT fa WFFtfa % ffar 

fasr^facf farpr 3mrT $ fa fair tfwrr rirr 

fa% TTT ( 3 ) ii Tfalfarr 3 ^/fafaffa STeper fa 
*nSFT faq-RFffa, 1962 % falTR 2 (t) % 

fafa STUFFT fatlfaiTJT, 1961 fa HTTO 10 (23®) 

% fafadfa fafafat tapef 2001—2002, 2002— 
2003 far 2003-2004 % fact ssFjfaffa fa,ip r 

*nrr % i 

l- ^ tFjfarr tfa tl ffarr run § fa ; _ 

( i ) Tmr/faifaffa snjm fajiRTerfa, 

1962 % fanq- 2TT- % TTT«r qfcr ?rum 
sfafaHTfa 1961 fa tTRT 10(23®) 

facr far gFjqmr 

(2) fas' w ?Fjfa*T fa TTW % faff 

irfa ®W/fafaffab Tqeprr :— 

(T) fJFFJT fafaTT fa ^fifa 733TT fa spT [far 
TOT 

(if) 5TRTT W LfS-TTarer tpfa Jr fay; 

sniFFT faiTRTqfa, 1962 ^ fafTR 2^ % 
: 3Tfa*rT (7) 3TO Wfc fafa 

snr Ffa zf$fi fa ?rarr qnffar *Rfa ^ 

WW fa 31TTT $; 3HRT 

(^r) WIT1TT faUTrafa, 1962 % falfT 2T- V 

isrffa'T ( 7 ) am t-tt wfasrr %fa-TffaT 

fa a?Jff if 5 HJ 4 vd fa nfETT I I 

3 . iTTfaST TTTr ®SPj/fafafiH? -JTTT fa 
^ f ’fa' faTfj CfTaiT fa., Tfad R?r?r (®5j Tvf), 

82 far TfaTR ffa, faSf-400020 SRT 

fa’TT 165 falFTTfr TPR ’T plfa^ r H ' \ 

[H5T. ?f. 205/45/2000-51T. a®. fa.-ll] 

[fakfTST If. 12/2001/tfTT. If, 205/45/2000- 

witjh: fa.-II] 

faT^W fa. mfafa sfTT 
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New Delhi, the 1Gth January, 2001 

S.O, 242.—-It is notified for general information that enter¬ 
prise /industrial undertaking, listed at para (3) below has been 
iuppmved by the Cehtrnl Government for the purpose of 
'Section 1Q12JG) of the Income-tax Act, 1961, read with rule 
2F of the Income-tax Rules, 1962, for the assessment years 
2001-2002, 2002-2003 and 2003-2004. 

2. The approval is subject to the condition that— 

U) the en'erprtse/industrial undei taking will conform to- 
and comply with the provisions of Section 10(230 
of the Income-lux Act, 1961, read with rule 2E of 
the Income-tax Rules, 1962; 

(ii) the Central Government shall withdraw this approval 
if the enterprise/industrial undertaking;— 

fat cases to carry on infrastructure facility; or 

(ti) fails to maintain books of account and get such 
accounts audited by an accountant as required 1 by 
sub-rule (7) of rule 2E of the Income-tax Rules, 
1962; or 

fc) fails to furnish the audit report as required by 
sub-rule (7) of rule 2E of the Income tax Rules. 
1962. 

3, The. enterprise/industrial undertaking approved is—16J 
MW power project at Ernapulnm, Kerala by M/s. ESES 
Kerala Power ltd.. Nagin Mahal (6th Floor), 82 Veer 
Narintan Road, Mumbai-400020 (F. No. 205/45/2000-TTA-TD. 

|No'ideation No. 12/2001/F. No 205/45/2000-TTA-1I1 
KAMLESH C. VARSHNEY, Under Secv. 

faroft, 17 sprarV, 2001 
(snwc) 

m. *TT. 243 ■—JTTtJTT SjfaYm, 1961 

( 1961 TO 43) ^ tTRT 10 % (23 -tt).% 

(VI) 3RT Trfwff TO 5JITFT 

TOR FTO3TTT "TOOT TORT TOR, 16, 

WWl” tpY 1999-2000 Y 2001- 
2002 cFF % TObfmrfTOJ TOf % fRF 
STcff % STItYr Tjk §3r, RTO % RlfHHW 

wfsnffmT TRcft I, :— 

( I) TTOl TOJ TO RTOFITO SjmTT 

'M M TO ^TOTJTRr ARH % dtJTO 

TOFFT '^"T TO T eT«rr SITTOrTOT TT % 

fkTT tYr ftrtT TTOTt TOfTOTT nY 

4ft t ; 

(2) TOT-fYafftcft 3VR-TfYTfY?T TR-YraYTO 

wf Y JDFT «wf sETOfY 

% sYrr urn 11 tY tJTEnrr ( 5 ) Y 
fYfYfYro froY tr^r Y jtj arom mffaY Y 
f*rw cffkr Y torY fYfY CYm srorspro, toYtot 
?T«TOT f%Yt ?TTO mg SUfY % if JTFcT dTOT 
mjTfejTO Ytrto 0 firm) to fYmr 

Rift TO-TOJ $FdTOr : 3% TOTT Rift *t> O^tTT ; 

(3) ^fsTgrorT frofr tuff jtr % YYsr Y mg 

mff 3ft ftp TOTfaK Y FTTO sTHT TdT 
ufd'Tnr jft mr tot fY eft tr'ttr -tot 

237 GT/2001—1 


TT-fat/rfTtfT % Tgarrof vt mfro % froi; 
RmfoE mfr to am YY trtor % YYsr 

if 7TOT it %'TT-TfTOTTO Tiff Rdf TOdt 

tfr ; 

( 4 ) TO-fYsrffYY fflW Jjfa'ftm, 1961 % 
RfmrHt % ijg^riK ?pfY tjtt fwt) 
fmrfYd mr Y tor rtTutotr^i % w-t 
Timr toYi ; 

( 5 ) fmrmr # mrr Y wfafufer urftFTt srk 

TfTORfmTJ TOTFT RTOTOT Rl% 

FTRT Til Y ft TOTUTfr ; 

(6) smfi 20 - 1-2001 spt jrmRredT % mj/OR 

wTtRR wfufYmr, i 96 i ^ttmr n (5) 

Jr Rsrr ^fRprfe'cr fakfcR T^Eff ir 
Jr 31-3-2001 T4T f-TOTl't Tt qfrofdfl 

aprY qY to? % ?rr«r 1 

[wfsrgmrT rf. 14/2001/Trr. Y. 197/31/2000- 

stiirr fa.-I] 

tor «n, srTT gfmr 

New Delhi, the 17th January, 2001 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 243.—In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
sub-clause (vi) of clan?e (23C) of Section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, J 96 J (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies the “South Point School, 16, Mandcville Gardens, 
t alcutlu” for the purpose of the said sub clause for the assess¬ 
ment years 1999-2000 to 2001-2002 subject to the following 
conditions, namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accumulate for 

application, wholly and exclusively to the objects 
for which it is established; 

(ii) tire assesses will not invest or deposit its funds (other 

than voluntary contpbutions received and maintained 
in the form of jewellery, furniture etc.) for any 
period during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above otherwise than 
in any one or more of the forms or modes specified 
in sub-section (5) of Section 1) ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to any 

income being profits and gains of business, unless 
the business is incidental to the attainment of the 
objectives of the assessee and separate books of 
accounts are maintained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of income 

before the Income-tax Authority in accordance with 
the provisions of the Income-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus and the 

assets will be given to a charitable organisation 
with similar objectives. 

(vi) with condition to convert the investments in specified 

mode as laid down in Section 11 (5> of the Income- 
tax Act. 1961 by 31-3-2001 as per their undertaking 
dated 20-1-2001. 

(Notification No. 14/7001 /F. No. 197 /3J /2000-ITA-T1 
SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy, 
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e£ f^ft, 17 yee7% 2001 
(eteytt) 

YE. 5TT, 244-—STIWT wftrfWJFT, 1961 

(1961 'FT 43) yV ETTT 10 % W3 (23-E) % 
EYYE (VI) tlPT EYE YfYHET YT EE>E YP%fE 
%^E ETYET UEEgra “EET ?fYET tTaj^pM 
ERTTEtf), Y% 1 999-2000 % 2001*2002 

% pr fEEtra wf % fr=nr fan fir Rad wf % 
ipEtflE TfTE IT EYE TOTT % MYNdTE EftpjfEE 

«Rrfr f,, TrEfct :— 

( 1) ^T-ffTtlffEfV EEYt ETE YE 5TEETE SfEET 
EE%t ETE YT ??%EFr YET % fYE EEYE 
TO ^EET E*tT STETEEET EE EE^fEll 
% f?TE YEYiT fYE% EtE ^TyV fYYTT Y% 
E# & ; 

( 2 ) «R f/trff/fT EEEYE YE fEETTY EE? E 
EEE «pNtff Elf YE fY*fV *ft EEf-T Y 
eVttE ETCT 11 %t EYEIET (5) % 

fYEft EY %EfffYT cEE ifEYT EflYt, 
% fvr^r ftA/t E eeye frffer (5fax-EETf%TTE 

qRff'ETT WEET fY# E>E EPJ Etft % ET 
E ETET EET E^YferE TEf^^Y EWE E 
f*EE) YT fEEVT Efft Y^ET EEET E% YET 
E^T ypet ; 

(3) Ef[ StfEEEET fYET TTTE % EYE % 
yet E$r ?Tifr, gfr % Yfmrr e efe 
ET«T EET EfWE ?> W W ff EEl 
YTKtETY EYE YrafEtrffpfl Y EE%?Ef Y% 
snfrr % fwE Jnwfw Efr et eet p% 
YK>YIT % EYE E EYE E %ra-’jfFEYEb 
E?% TEft ETfft l'f ; 

(4) YT fEEtfTEl ETEYT EfafEEE, 1961 Y 
YTYETYt % 5FJETT EPfr EFT faETYt 
fYEfOTT YE % ETEYT ElfEYTtt % EEST 
YTEY Yr>ET ; 

(5) fEEEE Eft ftEfE % EfEfTYE TTfEET aftr 
EfTETEfEEt EETE EE^YET ETY STEW EEYE 
Yt % ETmft ; 

( e) f% t EE) yet sfrT fEEY Yt ETEYE SfRj- 
fEEE, 1961 Eft EPE 11 ( 5 )% ETEETET 
% EEEP Eff 31-3-2001 % ETE 

YET ET fEtY Y T ET Ylfl Eft PET YTtlET I 

[EftT^EET E. 1 5/200 i/yT. E. 1 9 7 /1 1 2/2000- 

ETEYT fE.-l] 

EE T 'EY, EYE TrfEE 


[Pari II—Sec. 3(ii)J 

New Delhi, the 17th January, 2001 
(INCOME - TAX) 

S.O. 244.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (vi) of clause (230 of Section 1<* 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby notifies the “Mother India 
Educational Society, Mumbai” for the purpose of 
the said sub-clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 
to 2001-2002 subject to the following conditions, 
namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclu¬ 
sively to the objects for which it is estab¬ 
lished ; 

fii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc,) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above other 
wise than in any one o~ more of the forms 
Or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation fo 

any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental fo 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
assessee/and separate books of accounts 
arc maintained in respect of such business ; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 

income before the Income-tax authority, 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 ; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus 

and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objective ; 

(vi) That all deposits and investments which are 

not) in accordance with the provisions of 
Section 11(5) of the Tncome-tax Act, 196! 
will not; be continued to be so deposited or 
invesed after 31-3-2001. 

[Notification No. 15/2001/F. No. 197/112/2000- 

ITA-I] 

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 
Ef fEpfr, 17 YEE%V, 2 001 
(YTEYt) 

YT.YTT. 245.—YIEYT EfMEEE, 1961 (l961 

YE 43 ) # EKT 10 % m ( 23 E) % YYEY (VI) 
3TO YYOT irf%FEf YT YEtE YT% YU EratE 

EEEsrrr "e% ytepe ey%ye EfEiEEt *prf’ y'i 
1999-2000 % 2001-2002 % YT fEtjfpE EE? % 
fERTfEifcr YET % ESEETE TfE f7, EYE EEYE % 
EETYEr% aif^EPEE YPfl t, 3WfE:— 

YS S. 

(j) YE fEEffWl EEY% ETE YE rrEETY EEET 
ETFI% EIE YT STEEfY Y7% % f%rr grfYT 




[fold II—3 (ii)] 

Thm g%for fofoi fofofotfor ^qt % 

far Bp'tnr fsprfo ffotr ^rr^qr for qi 

k'< 

(ii) du ffoforfrfoT 441544 qrc ffodixfo fofof fo 

durr ^fofofof fofof for ftnft fot % 

qYtn srra 11 fot ^dfour ( 5 ) fo ffoffofcr 
ffofoT tp? fo ^rfer^ sfo forr cf'Ci'Pt fo 
ffo^foftfot fo mm ffoffo (fo *4 441(5474, 
cpfWT ir^qr ffofof 5BT 4*§ mfe fo *4 fo 
ara tTdi ^rrtfyd 44^54 fojrei-f fo ru-qj 
414 ffoqvr qfof sfttttt 444 r ^fo 4-qr qfor 

fofoHT ; 

(lii) d? tfotrgxqr ffofot fofot mq fo for* fo 

444 dfr forfor, for ffo 9447474 fo ffw 

ddi df'ddrd ft 44 497 fsfr fom qrrftfn: 

-344 914 fqforfefr % siprqf for qrffor % 
fqq; srrfom qfr 5 't 44 T rrfo qiTTtqn: % 
fofoq ir im ir foot jfforiRfo qfr 4 <foT 4 (for 
ft ; 

(iv) rr ffoqjffofr atmrx trftrfqqq, i 96 i % 

snqtnfot fo 143414 qqfoT wm fomfor ffoqffo 4 

wr ir 4149:4 snffoPRT % uw mm ’ttott; 

(v) fd'Tdd fol ftqffo ir WRffT'Tcr trfw vn 
dfrtfdfofohi qqrr q|9fof *rrfo quid foqsq 
rT * for 4 rhfoT 1 

[^ffogqqr fo. 16 / 2001 / 94 . 4. 197 / 123 / 2000 -= 

qit €V o-l] 
444 44, den; dfdd 

New Delhi, the 17th January, 2001 
(INCOME TAXj 

S.O. 245.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (vi) of clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), tire Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby notifies the “Same Lawrence 
Education Society, Mumbai’’ for the purpose of the 
said sub-clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 
to 2001r2Q02 subject to the following conditions, 
namely :— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, Wholly and exclu¬ 
sively to the objects for which it is estab¬ 
lished ; 

(n) the assessee will not invest or deposit its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above other¬ 
wise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-section (5) of 
Section 11 ; 
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(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental fo 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
assessee and separate books of accounts 
are maintained in respect of such business; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 

income before the Income-tax authority 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 ; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus 

and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objective, 

[Notification No. 16/2001 /F. No. 197/123/2000- 

ITA-I| 

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy, 
df 18 444rT, 2001 

(3T1W) 

m. 41. 246.—414914 qfqffoaq, 1961 

(i96i m 4 - 3 ) for truer 1 o fo fot ( 23 - 4 ) % m- 
’jr (vi) srrrr 444 qfofoqqf qr rtfrir qirfo ^it 
fofotq tirr 1 v UTT^r^r Tqqfor 7744444 fotqiqir, 
JJRt” 94 1999-2000 4 2001-2002 49: fo 94 

ffoqfar rut fo ffifo; farqfrqfeq ml % trim 
45 % ffo ott qq-ifoy % qqmrfo mi )f44 rrrr % 
STd^:— 

(i) 44 M'jrfodt T44T 414 4r ^drr 

mm tror n wm % 

3447 mm ^irfntiT ?RT m ‘j/wf 

^ l 

(ii) 44 fdrtfr.rif mwm 44 6T4T44 rri httuct 

wf 4f ft^f) '+fr ^rdTaf % 4t4m tjrrr 
11 4f 3dtn4T ( 5 ) a Mrfrefrrfr rnp udrr 
hr It srftpp dfo mm r ^nrt fo f r +rn 44 ) 4 ) fo 
fofo4fT ffof fo (444-44 1 %4r?T 4;#44 4T44f, fdlfoT 
foifd % m fo 4 ra fo'TT 
4 #5B?4r 4mTfo fo ffofo) 4T ffodfo fofot 4T4for 
mm fofo 4for fo^T dtrrr fofofor; 

(iii) fo? fdfofo fofoY foTfo % fofofo fofo(X 

fofr forfoT, foifr 4=r4T4T4 fo sm forfo fofoT 
dffoforfo for fofo fosp fiP fofo-r rr/Tforr vi 
ffotrfofofot % fofowf qfo fo#4 % ffoiT srrfobrp 
fofof for fo«rr fofo vr4t4i4 % fofofo fo fofofo 
fo fo'TT-dferrtfo fofof T'jfo 4uT for; 

(iv) *P4 ffotrrfrfoT foiw-c dfaffofofo, 1961 % 
uTfomfot % trfofoiT it# rrffo fforrfor ffofofnr 
«T fo fopm foifrrcfo fo mm tout qfofoT; 


41444 : 4>4T(T 10,2001/474 ^1,1922 
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(v) fwF f0fF Sr sriFfw t#ptt tfri: 

ffif Tf wf srr^r FFr4 ft s 

?r Frfofr i 


[Frsrg/FFr . 17/200 i/ft. f. 197 / 4/200 i-tt. f. fF. - 1 ] 

FF7 VTsT, FTC FiTT 

New Delhi, the 18th January, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 246.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
by the sub-clause (vi) of clause (23C) of Section 10 
of the Income-tax Act, 19bl (43 of 1961), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby notifies the “Liberty Educa¬ 
tional Society, Mumbai” for the purpose of the said 
sub-clause for the assessment years 1999-2000 ro 
2001-2002 subject to the following conditions, 
namely:— 

(i) the assessee will apply its income, or accu¬ 
mulate for application, wholly and exclu¬ 
sively to the objects for which it is estab¬ 
lished ; 

(li) the assessee will not Invest or deposit! its 
funds (other than voluntary contributions 
received and maintained in the form of 
jewellery, furniture etc.) for any period 
during the previous years relevant to the 
assessment years mentioned above other¬ 
wise than in any one or more of the forms 
or modes specified in sub-secljon (5) of 
Section 11 ; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation hi 

any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to 
the attainment of the objectives of the 
assessee and separate books of accounts 
are maintained in respect of such business ; 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file Its return of 

income before Ihe Income-tax authority 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
Income-tax Act, 1961 ; 

(v) that in the event of dissolution, its surplus 
and the assets will be given to a charitable 
organisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 17/2001/F. No. 197/4/2001- 

ITA-I] 

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Sccy. 

F^T 2 4 FFF7), 2 001 

(snwr) 

FT. FT. 2 4 7 .—FfWT FfsrpTFTT, 1961 (l961 

«rrr 43 ) fttt 10 % ( 23 -u) % tfof (iv) 

ffTTT F77F wit/dhT FT FFTF FT0 fpr FTFTT 

'% 3). FTriflF *W-R FT’UT T0FFF, F^ ftoFt” 
jp) 2000-2001 & 2001-2002 (TFT % FT ftnfoT 


FFf % firF fhfo-fiTfFT FFf % TTjVF 70 fF FT 7 
7W % FtTfFTF TTftT0FF TT70 F0T : — 

(i) FT-fa-jifeft FFTh FTT FT 07FTF F'TTT 
TFFT F7F FT SFTFfF F7F % fan* 
TFFT FFTF 0TFTT TFT FEFFFT FT 7/047 
% %tT TT0r fFF% fFF 7RFT FTT'TFT Ft 

f£ t; 

(ii) FF-fFErffcft.77F7F FT fFUTTF TFT 4 OFF 

r fT0f TT? 0 fLTT Ft TTI'J % FtTTF HTTT 

11 0 tffttt ( 5 ) ft fTfFfr^ fprir OTT 

FFFT F FfFF FF FTTT F^FT F fFF 
FTtTVT F TF# fFfF (0T-FTTffT tf 
FFfFT RTF! fa (ft F-F Tff FTfo % riT F 
FtFT FTT Firf^rr FFTTF F fiT^F) 

FT [FFF F/f FTFT 7F FFT F/T FTFT 
F%FT ; 

(iil) Ff SffafFFT fifiFt T(Ft FTF % FTF F 
FIfi F'/t flat, 0 0 FrTTTT7 F FT'FT FTF 
-TFT FfFFTF FT FT FF 0 UFT FTTtFTT 
TFT F7-fFhtf 0T F 7f WT 0 FThF % fan 
FTFfFF FVft ft TFT /F TfiflTR % FTF 
it FFF F FFTT jffaFTn Fff TFfT FTcft ft ; 

(iv) FT fF>-rif7FT FTFFT TffafFFF, 1961 % 
FTTTTFT «P FT FIT TTTfV TTR fTTri>ft ffarfaF 
FT F F7FFT FTfilFKT % FFF FTCT fUTI, 

(V) tFFFF FT [7FfT F TfFFT FfFf7TF 7TfFFV 
ah FftFPTfFTT FFIF T|?FT TTF TTTF 
FF5F Ft '< ft FTF-ft I 

[*fitri£TFT F. 21/200/1FT.F. 197/42/2000 

FPTFT fF.-IJ 

ff 7 vnr, mx f(ft 

New Delhi, the 24th January, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 247.—In exercise of the powers conterrec 
by the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 1( 
ot die Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Centra 
Government hereby notifies the “K. D. Malaviy, 
National Oil Museum, New' Delhi” for die purpos 
of the said sub-clause for the assessment years 2000 
2001 to 2001-2002 subject to tbe following conditions 
namely:— 

l i) the alssessee will apply its income, or accupiu 
late for application, wholly and exclusivel 
to the objects for which is established; 

(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its fund 
(other than voluntary contirbutiom receive 
and maintained in the form of jewellery, fui 
nilurc etc.) for any period during die pre 
vious years relevant to the assessment yeai 
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mentioned above other wise than in any one 
or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11; 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation to 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidental to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessie 
and separte books of accounts arc maintained 
in respect of such business, 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of in¬ 
come before the income-tax authority in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961. 

(v) that in the event of dissolution its surplus and 

the assets will be given to a charitable orga¬ 
nisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 21/2001/F. No. 197/42/20.00- 

1TA-T] 

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy, 
7t famt, 3 0 TORT, 2 001 


(v) Fomr Ft ffatfar 7 srfbfofcr itftrri Fix 
qflsrPTfrBiT wr t tot tmrF mm 
Ft 7 Ft mFft < 

[TftFJTOrF. 23/2001/77.7. 197/99/2000-31T, t: . fa. -i] 

777 7ff, TO 

New Delhi, the 30ih January, 2001 
(INCOME TAX) 

S.O. 248.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the sub-clause (iv) of clause (23C) of section 10 of 
the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central 
Government hereby notifies the "Sree Ramkrishna 
Saytananda Ashram, Distt. 24 P'urganas (North), 
West Bengal” for the purpose of the said sub-clause 
for the assessment years 1998-99 to 2000-2001 subject 
to the following conditions, namely ;— 

(i) the assessee will apply its Income, or accumu¬ 
late for application, wholly and exclusively 
to the objects for which it is established; 


(7T777) 

W .ITT . 248.—SOW* SrFaffBW, 1961 ( 1961 

77 43 ) Ft am 10 % TsTST (23-7) F 3WS (IV) 
sttttot wfawFr tt m>r 777 tpr Fnjfar ttpr 674gTO 
“Ft rpTfeur to, fmr 24 ttot (to) 

TO: 7717” FT 1998-99 IT 2000-2001 77 % 77 

fasrim % fiFt fFTfarfapr F «rfa7 w 
go; 777 tws % towF srfa^far7 tot? mor 

(i) ft fasriMt mFt m 77 stFto tttot 

77Ft TO 77 mt7Ff 'TO F faT7 7777 
7777 5777T 77? TO777T 77 T^TTT F 

fafa TOrr faprF fsrer 77FT ttott Ft tF 

(ii) to fnatfr-fT ttFto to fttriro 7 ft a to 

77 'f Ft fatal at mfaF tout am 
n Ft 77 am ( 5 ) Ffafafam fafat mjr 
7TO m a srfm 77 tot? 7 FTFT a fa-tr 
aft Ft a 77 FT fafa (aTOaaTffma, mf- 
m tttto fatal to to; arfa F m if tot 
aar a-jFw Tffam? totot a faa) arr 
faFr attl atanr a Tar aa aar atfr TO7r 
a%ar; 


(ii) the assessee will not invest or deposit its funds 

(other than voluntary contributions received 
and maintained in the form of jewellery fur¬ 
niture etc.) for any period during the pre¬ 
vious years relevant to the assessment years 
mentioned above other wise than in any one 
or more of the forms or modes specified in 
sub-section (5) of Section 11. 

(iii) this notification will not apply in relation To 
any income being profits and gains of busi¬ 
ness, unless the business is incidenlal to the 
attainment of the objectives of the assessee 
and separate boojes of accounts are main¬ 
tained in respect of such business. 

(iv) the assessee will regularly file its return of 
income before the income-tax authority in 
accordance with the provisions of the In¬ 
come-tax Act, 1961. 

(v) thoi in the event of dissolution, is surplus and 

the assets will be given to a charitable orga¬ 
nisation with similar objectives. 

[Notification No. 23/2001/F. No. 197/99/2000- 

rrA-n 

SAMAR BHADRA, Under Secy. 

FFfa TOD TOT? Ufa 7T7T WT-T? TTTTT 77 777(77 


(iii) 77 trfapjTOr fattfr faft to % to top; 

7ifi TOT, FtfF 77TOTT 7 TOT 767 77T 
7f77T7 fft 77 77? fa? TOTfaK 777 77 
faytfaft FgffaTt Ft7rffaFf7q-srT7ft7?7?ff 

fa T7T77 WTTto F TO if 777 F F-ITT- 
'JStoF Tfa tFT. 7?fa fa; 

(iv) 77 falfafaft 7T7TO 7fafa77, 1961 F 
mrmfa F 7577 mfa tttt PtttFT famimw m 
7 71777 inftrFTt'r F 77*7 tot Tfarr, 


7fafa?PTT 1/2 001 

7T757, 29 777fa, 2001 

77. ?TT. 249.—FT 77. 77. 7ifaTO, HtffafTT 
775 D’ FFfa TON 77 Tft7T 7?7t TO77T77 

7T757 f>T777 7?T 7T5 707 777 77 faTfar 31-10- 

2000 Ft tt77t^. 7 vrorFk 7 tt % f777 i 

f7!T. TT, 11 ( 7 ) 4 / 97 / 77 . I/ 2012 ] 
7 to zm, mr sthtt (7677 77 777 , 7 ?) 
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OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF 
CENTRAL EXCISE AND CUSTOMS 

NOTIFICATION NO. 1|2001 
Nagpur, the 29th January, 2001 

S.O. 249.—Sliri M. R. Cbandekar, Superinten¬ 
dent, Group B’ Central Excise and Customs Nagpur 
Commissiuneratc having attained the age of super¬ 
annuation, retired from Government Service in the 
afternoon of 31st October, 2000. 

[F. No. II(7)4|97. Et. Ij2012] 
ARUN TANDON, Addl, Commissioner (P & V) 
PltT FFTFF 
arrfw Fpf PFFIF 
(■FflTT FFTF) 

rrf fbwfr, i fjrrY, 2001 
FT. 5TT. 25 0 .— imjTF ttftf Ytl ^TT*ft«T f%F> IF tF 
(YfYff) FfarfFFF, 2000 (2000 ft 55 ) fY Ffir 
1 fY tffrt ( 2 ) jm sr?fr fPffft ft ffYf frY 
IT ftRYf FlFtR, tfiirt 01 frtit, 2001 fY 
TFT FPYf % FF if (Had FRFY % PFF FTYPi Y 

TFT FpFpFFF % TFFF FTlYt |fY I 

[FT.F. r(42)/2 00 0-tr.Ft.J 

FtFR 5TFFTF, F^FT FpFF 
MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC AFFAIRS 
(Bunking Division) 

New Delhi, the 1st February, 2001 

S.O. 250.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-Sectjon (2) of Section 1 of the National Bank for 
Agriculture and Rural Development (Amendment) Act 
2000 (55 of 2000) the Central Government hereby 
appoints the 1st day of February, 2001, as the date 
on which the provisions of the said Act come into 
force. 

[F. No. 7(42)|2000-AC] 
SHEKHAR AGARWAL, Jt. Secy. 

fYfFT YFTTF 

FfFF 

ni fowfr, 2 9 FFsrY, 2001 

ft. ft, 2 5i.— fYfft trnn tn?r (ftf aiYi 
Ytftf) FpFfFFF, 1957 (1957 ft 20 ) (frit 
sfY sfY w FfafiFF wa fft &) fY skt 
9 ffttit ( 1 ) % wtfbr foY fY nf fttt fiftt 
% F-?FTYtT fYfTT YfTFF |Y FfST^FTf FWfFT 
FT. WT. 2946, TRY*! 23 pFTiRI, 1999 

FTIF % IT^FH, FTF 2 , FTT 3, TOil (ii), vlT fm 

16 19 99 Y FFTlfTT |YY TP, TFT 

fPttw Y ftot ftftY ff fTff ^fY sfk ?jfY 

(Drr SFF TUT FSTR TFT t|pF FTTT FFT $) T 
FT ITT 97 % fFfFTI TFT FfyfFTF fY tJRT 10 fY 

tftrt (1) % FtfPr, Tift Pt^YfYi Y ijff 


I Yin, Y fifti it frf|F |Y 

Fit t ; 

sftTj Tr^TF FTTR FT F| FFT'TTT rtl FFT | fit 
TUT FiTFpYf?|F pF. FPTFF, (flY 5 ?FT ^F% FWTF 
FIFTY! FIFTY TFT FFT |), T % fTrJTT sfYl wt FT 
FT YtYt FIFTI ?F FfFFIT 5 ffFTlfFF TlTT tPfT 
FFCT, ipTFTFF FRT ifl fiTT 7 FTFF | J 

5 TF:, FF, YtsYf FIFTI, TFT fFfFtTF FY FTIT 
11 »HY TF6TTIT (1) TTTT FFfT FTfFFFT TT FTYf 

fit it. f| Ptrt ftY I fr tf ftu Pt%t t-tf ^Pf 

sffr fYf f ft tf tt % 3(ftrF;n; fpY^ 10 tffff 
1999 F TrjTF FF IFF F ^F FTR fFpFF FF F|F fY 

fftf, fF^F fF fe d P-ifwtfY fYt victf % ffYf T^F |F, 
FFFlft Thffr it fFf|F IT FTFF, FF1F :— 

( 1) FTFTft FT?ft, 3FF FpFpFFF ^ FFFF % 
FFtF FFT FFFTftF if FIT, SFTF, ’ FFTFTdY fYf 

ffI ^t ffY fY ftff P^ FT FtY fftft *iY %^f 

FTFTI TF ifF^tF FRift; 

( 2 ) FFTTft FftrdP IRT TtY (l) % FTpfF, ^ 

%rflF FTTTT Yi FFF TFTifr FIT FFFRF ttf T 
FFYtF % pFF tpT ?rfFT7F TT FSF P?PFT FntFT 
FFT FF f"Rfr FftfTTF YR TT fPfTTT lY 
FITFFT sfr Pro PFFFF BFpFdFY % FFT F TFFF 

ffY 5ff, tff fifTi f|f t>fY fr wY fir 
?F F ITT PfP$F TFF FjF F FT FF FT % FpFTRY 
% far FT FF% FFF F Fvft PlpFI? ^TFFlf|FY, 
Yf stYF FTFf lY FTFF TIFF FfY 3FF Ft, FRPrfT 
TFFt F|F IR>Y ; 

(3) FWft TTft, iY^tF TRFTT FT FF% FF- 
STTPlYf fY, TY fllft PTtq- 3FF % FF F Y, 5fY TF 
TOT fTf|F TFF ^,fF, F FT TF FI % FpFTTTt % 

fR Y, YtjYf frptt ft tfT ffsttPifY itit ft 
TF% fFF^ pRft FTFFTflFY % FFIT Y FTFIFU |Y, 
&TfFF/F FRfY, 

(4) FIFTlY SRPTYt fY %fYf FVF1R ^ F.^ 

STfYPTF F'fYFT, fPY srYl ^FF ^fY Y FT TF FI % 

fPrfi fYiY itot tfrf fY 3 IfY:f frY fY tPif 

nfr ibpT; ark 

(5) FTFTft ^FYt, ^Y PfYfY 3 tt| wf FIT, Yt 
FkYF FIFTI ITIT, FF FtYt FTFIFFT |Y, TFF ^PF 

% fTYrR sift % Pft Pit ttf ft fRtitPff fY 

FTT, FTFF FRFt I 

[FIT. F. 43015/2/97-TF. TF. 

Yt FTI wk 

YfF FlfT^I, TF fPfY 
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MINISTRY OF COAL 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 29th January, 2001 

S.O. 251.—Whereas on the publication of the 
notification of the Government ol India in the then 
Ministry of Coal Number S.O. 2946 dated the 23rd 
September, 1999, published in the Gazette of India, 
Part-11, Section-3, Sub-Section (ii), dated the 16th 
October, 1999, issued under Sub-Section (1) of Sec¬ 
tion 9 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and 
Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957) (hereinafter 
referred to as the said Act), the lands and rights, in 
or over the lands, as described in the Schedule ap¬ 
pended to the said notification (hereinafter referred 
to as the said lands) vested absolutely in the Central 
Government free from all encumbrances under Sub- 
Section (1) of Section 10 of the said Act; 

And whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that the Western Coalfields Limited, Nagpur (here¬ 
inafter referred to as the Government Company) is 
willing to comply with such terms and conditions as 
the Central Government thinks fit to impose in this 
behalf. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferr¬ 
ed by Sub-Section (1) of Section 11 of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby directs that the said 
lands and rights in or over the said lands, so vested 
shall, with effect from the 16th October, 1999 instead 
of continuing to so vest in the Central Government, 
vest ; ii the Government Company, subject to the fol¬ 
lowing terms and conditions, namely :— 

J. the Government Company shall reimburse 
the Central Government all payment made 
in respect of compensation, interest, dam¬ 
ages and the like, as determined under the 
provisions of the said Act; 

2. a tribunal shall be constituted for the pur¬ 

pose of determining ihc amounts payable 
to the Central Government by the 

Government Company under condition 

(1) and all expenditure incurred 
in connection with any such tribunal and 
persons appointed to assist the tribunal 
shall be borne by the Government Com¬ 
pany and similarly, all expenditure incurr¬ 
ed in respect of all legal proceedings like 
appeals, etc. for or in connection with the 
rights, in or over the said land, so vesting 
shall also be borne by the Government 
Company; 

3. the Government Company shall indemnfy 
the Central Government or its officials 
against any other expenditure that may be 
necessary in connection with any proceed¬ 
ings by or against the Central Government 
or its officials regarding the rights in or 
over the said lands so vesting; 

4 the Government Company shall have no 
power to transfer the lands and rights 
in or over the said lands so vested to any 
other person without the previous approval 
of the Central Government; and 


5. the Government Company shall abide by 
such directions and conditions as may be 
given or imposed by the Central Govern¬ 
ment for particular areas of the said lands, 
as and when necessary. 

[No, 430l5l2j97~LWjPRlW] 

SANJAY BAHADUR, Dy. Secy. 

ytfe-yst 

^ 31 STfrqfr, 200 1 

TT. FT. 2 52.—4TBT tCW, % *PFGTT FftFTF 

Til trfLr^rr tt. w. 1704 erifte 13 

2000 M vrrr-T tt rm 4 ft II, m 3 , 

(ii), fTRVa 29 2000 % 5228 tT 

5243 fy FTlfVpT ffr, it — 

1. TO ff. 5 23 3 TT trtdT ftrf?5FT ?T ffsffJrT 

it “arpTTTZT” % ft ft tt “stoW hf 1 

2 . TT. 5 2 3 5 TT, aFTT % STtfFf “'E 

—T” % F4TT 'n "tt-’p” q-j | 

(ii) 3TV qfay it ‘V' it % 

FTR TT ‘V it T® I 

[ffir. tt. 43015 / 0/0 9—fft my snf 

CORRIGENDA 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 2001 

S.O. 252.—In the notification of the Govern¬ 
ment of India in the Ministry of Coal number S. O. 
1704, dated the 13th July, 2000 published at pages 
5228 to 5243 of the Gazette of India, Part-II, Seo 
tion-3, Sub-Section (.ii), dated the 29th July, 2000,— 

(1) at page 5236, in line 7, for “pakiir (part- 
T), read “pakur (part-A)”; 

(2) at page 5240 in the Schedule relating to 
Mauja Sillingli, rtgainsr serial number 1, 
in column 2, for “Barbta” read “Barabta”. 

(3) at page 5241,— 

(i) in part-A, for the heading “North of 
River Bansol”, read “North of River 
Bansloi'’; 

(ii) in the Boundary Description,— 

(a) in the column relating to points, for 
letters “D-Y”, read “D-E”; 

(b) against point E-F, in lines 1-2, for 
“Gorpara (22) Bara Basco (23), 
read “Corpora (22)+Bara Basco 
(23); 

(4) at page 5242,— 

(i) in the Boundary Description, in the 
column relating to points,—for “V-A”, 
read ‘‘Y-A’’; 
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(ii) against the poinis “Y-A” as so amend¬ 

ed,— 

(a) for “From V’’, read “from Y"; 

(b) in line 2, for the words “river Bas- 
doi”, read “river Bansloi”; 

fiii) in Pari B. in Boundary Description, 
against poinls A-B, in line 2, for ' the 
words “Mauja barhania (8)”, read 
“Majua Barhania f 1); 

65) at page 5243, in the column relating to 
points, for letters “R STW V W”, read 
“R S T U V W”. 

[No. 43015|6|99-PRIW] 
SANJAY BAHADUR, Dy. Secy. 

milM,!*.■■ > —MW WJWPMWm iW- 

fift faFiFF fftff 
30 tsprarct, 2001 

FT, FT. 25 3.—F7FTE TRFW (%F % 

inwtflF JErUrff % forr vtetUt) ftrpr, 1976 % Petf 
10 % FT Bnrtr ( 4 ) % %, FPTT faFTFF 

FFTFF % tEtwra 1 FPTT foFRF F$Tf%FFm % *nflF*«T 
fh wf- i' PJd ftf ipprWtfr Ft, Pftf 80% 5 fPif 
f 4fi<P pf % f^V ft ftfftff sttf ntc?t ft: ffcnn 

ft, Ffa^fFF FTcft | :— 

1. fttFF, FF8FF rfpp'TT FT FETTFF, F^UrTF pmf 
F^FT, F$ PUF) I 

2. f%FFF, FF?FF FFFFT FT FTFTFF, jflFFfpF, 
ff%TT I 


3. FfFF FF?FF qf'FFT FftTFUl FT FETTFF, TUlT[FT 

{EtTf FFVT, I 

4. fFTFF, FSTF FPFFT FT FTF%TF, SfWfT 

FF3T, tfrpfU | 

[HFqr f-11 01 l/0l/2000-f^f] 

FFFR OTTFlvfr, fq^FF 
(tdpotft) 

MINISTRY OF OVIL AVIATION 
New Delhi, the 30th January, 2001 

S O. 253.—In pursuance of Sub-Rule (4) of 
Rule 10 of the Official Languages (Use for hte Official 
Purposes of the Union) Rule, 1976 the Central Gov¬ 
ernment, hereby, notifies the following four subordi¬ 
nate offices of the Directorate General of Civil Avia¬ 
tion, an Attached Office of Ministry of Civil Avia- 
tiion , where of, more than 80% staff have ac¬ 
quired ihe working knowledge of Hindi 

1. Office of the Director of Airworthiness, 

Safadarjung Airport, New Delhi. 

2. Office of the Controller of Airworthiness, 

BHEL, Haridwar. 

3. Office of the Sr. Officer of Airworthiness, 

Patiala Airport, P’atiala. 

4. Office of the controller of Airworthiness, 

Bangalore Airport, Bangalore. 

[No. E-J101110112000-Hindi] 
C. B. NARNAULI, Director (O.L) 


SPFfrtff f%FTF 
t'FTU 24 FFFff, 2001 

FT.FT-254.—TFTpTtT fFFFT FFFrtt (fFTFTF f%FFF FFT FTIf) fFTF, 197 6% fhFIT 4 % FT«Tqf%F 309 

FFF Ff%TF% FT FTTF FT% f p ^T^TpT, SPFfrtTT fFFFT FH'FPO (FftFTrt fFFFF FFT SpfK) fFTF, 1976 %f%FF- 
fafSF f%FFT F Frt>ET FT% % FFTF :— 

1 . ( 1 ) ft fhtreff f) jttTdtRtfr ftffF (ftTtff,R rRrT fftfItf) FFlftrrPm, 2001 f^tftoft i 
( 2 ) % firm HFaiF % STFTfrtF FT% FT^F % FFpft' FPf I 

2 5TS=rfV?.Tf%FTF (FffFTF, fFFFF FFT fFTf) fam, 197 6%, Pm 8 % FFPfF73% FTFFTF %'V%tFRT 

FT FTTH” WT % FF% "FTF FTP FT %%F 'Tf%F'CfFFr % F®F FT FTTH Fr FTtffF FT FEU” TFTT FPETT I 

[F. 2 / 5 /( l)/98*V] 

TT'jft TTFFFT, ’TFT FpFT 

FFFtl ■ SEJtl f'PETf Ft NFiF 1-4-1976FFT.4T. F. 270 (f) gTOf FT^F % NFTF (FFTFTT'JT) 'FTFlI, r's- 3, dF- 
FF (ii) % fFFTF 1-4-1976 Ft FFrrFF f%FT 4 Fi fU FFFFT OtTFTFFTT FWlffetF f%Ff EFT:— 


FF F. FftEJFFT F , 


fFFIF 

FT.FT- F. 

fFTTF 

~T. 2/~l 0 ( 3 2)/ 7 6-1 


1 0-02-1077 

7 80 

1 2-03-1 9 77 

2. 2/ 10( 32) /76-J. 


1 6-05-1 977 

2127 

25-06-1977 

3. 2/l0(27)/7P-l 


01-08-1977 

2709 

27-08-1977 


[WF | 

I — gY a (ii)] 

Tnrra-: TTTirtf 1 

I0,200l/nm 2 1,1 SI 2 2 


^T- 

?r. srfTj^rtrr rpm 

fertsp 

^r.3r^T. 


4. 

2/ 7 ( 5) / 7 7-1 

15-02-1978 

585 

25-02-1 973 

5. 

2/ 7 ( S ) / 7 7-1 

27-05-1978 

1780 

1 7-06-1978 

<>. 

2/9(1 2)/74-IlI 

1 8-03-1 979 

1178 

07-04-1979 

7. 

9/4( 1)/eo-111 

28-05-1 980 

1684 

21-06-1 980 

8. 

9/ 4 ( 1) / S 0-111 

05-09-1980 

2586 

2 7-09-1980 

9. 

9/4( O/80-II1 

13-10-1980 

3299 

29-1 1-1980 

10, 

9/4 ( 1) / 8 0-111 

13-10-1980 

3300 

29-1 1-1980 

1 1. 

9/ 4 ( 1)/ 8 0-111 

20-12-1980 

215 

17-01-1981 

12. 

2/ 8 ( 1) / 8 1-T 

28-08-1981 

2592 

0 3-10-1981 

13. 

2/8( l)/81-I 

16-07-1982 

3113 

04-09-1982 

14. 

2/ 9 ( 0/83-1 (V) 

29-07-1985 

4280 

14-09-1985 

,1 5. 

2/5(l)/85-V 

02-01-1988 

510 

08-02-1986 

18. 

2/9(1 )/83-l(V) 

02-01-1986 

511 

08-02-1986 

1 7. 

2/ 5 ( l)/8 6-V 

1 7-03-1986 

1309 

2 9-03-1 986 

18. 

2 / 5 ( 2 )/ 8G-V 

20-10-1986 

3874 

15-11-1986 

19 

2/5( l)/90-V1 

01-01-1991 

99 

09-02-1991 

20. 

2 / 5 ( 2 ) / 8 6-V (VI)(*T^-TII) 

1 5-11-1 991 

334 

01-02-1992 

21- 

2 /5( l)/91-VI 

23-10-1992 

2891 

21-11-1992 

2 2. 

2/5( l)/95-V 

24-03-1995 

1029 

1 5-04-1995 

2 3. 

2/ 5 (1) / 91-V 

12-10-1995 

2856 

28-10-1995 

2 4. 

2/ 5( l)/91-V 

27-03-1996 

1241 

20-04-1996 

2 5. 

2/5(l)/9 5-V 

2 3-12-1 997 

83 

10-01-1998 

28. 

2/ 5( 1) / 9 8-V 

30-6-2000 

1763 

05-08-2000 

27. 

2/ 5 ( l)/98-V 

27-12-2000 

34 

13-01-200 1 


department of space 

Bangalore, the 24th January, 2001 


S.O. 254. -In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to Article 309 read with 
Rule 4 of Department of Space Employees, (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1976, the Presi¬ 
dent hereby makes the following rules further to amend the Department Of Space Employees, (Classi¬ 
fication, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1976, namely:— 

1. (1) These Rules may be called the Department of Space Employees, (Classification, Control 
and Appeal) 1st Amendment Rules, 2001. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. In the Department of Space Employees' (Classification Control and Appeal) Rules, 1976, under 
Rule 8 in the First Proviso for the words “the charge of acceptance", the words “the charge of pos¬ 
session of asscssts dis-proportionate to known sources of income or the charge of acceptance" shall be 
substituted. 

[No. 2/5(1 )/98-Vj 
VAN I RAM ACM AN DR A, Under Secy. 


Foot Note : Principle Rules were 
India (Extra-ordinary 
subsequently amended 

published vide S.O. 

) Part-ll. Section 3 
by - 

No. 270 (E) dated 1.4.1976 in the Gazette of 
Sub-section (ii) dated 1-4-1976 and have been 

SI. No. Notfication No. 

Date 

S.O.No. 

Date 

1 ” 2/10(32)/76-l 

10-02-1977 

'780 

n-03-1977 

2/1-0(32)/76-1 

257 GI/2001—5 

6-05-1927 

21 27 

15-06-1977 
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. No. 

Notificaf on No. 

Date 

S.O. No. 

Date 

3. 

2/10(27 )/76- f 

01-08-1977 

2709 

27-08-1977 

4. 

2/7(5)/ 77-1 

15-02-1978 

585 

25-02-1978 

5. 

2/7(5)/77-I 

27-05-1978 

1780 

1 7-06-1978 

6. 

2/9(12)/74-1II 

16-03-1979 

1178 

07-04-1979 

7, 

9/4(1)/ 80-111 

26-05-1980 

1684 

21-06-1980 

8. 

9/4(1 )/80-lll 

05-09-1980 

2586 

27-09-1980 

9. 

9/4(i)/80-JH 

13-10-1980 

3299 

29-11-1980 

10. 

9/4(1 )'80-TII 

13-10-1980 

3300 

29-11-1980 

11. 

9/(1 )/80-lTl 

20-12-1980 

215 

17-01-1981 

12. 

2/8(0/81-1 

28-08-1981 

2592 

03-10-1981 

13. 

2/8(0/81-1 

16-07-1982 

3113 

04-09-1982 

14. 

2/9(1 )/83-I(V) 

29-07-1985 

4280 

14-09-1985 

15. 

2/5(l)/85-V 

02-01-1986 

510 

08-02-1986 

16. 

2/9(1 )/83-(lV) 

02-01-1986 

511 

08-02-1986 

17. 

2/5(1 )/86-V 

17-03-1986 

1309 

29-03-1986 

18. 

2/5(2)/86-V 

20-10-1986 

3874 

15-1J-1986 

19. 

2/5(1 )/90-Vr 

01-01-1991 

99 

09-02-1991 

20. 

2/5(2)86-V(Vl)(Vol ill) 

15-11-1991 

334 

01-02-1992 

21. 

2/5(1 )/9)-V» 

23-10-1992 

2891 

21-11-1992 

22. 

2/5(1 )/95-V 

24-03-1995 

1029 

15-04-1995 

23, 

2/5(1 )/9l-V 

12-10-1995 

2856 

28-10-1995 

24. 

2/5(1 )/91-V 

27-03-1996 

1241 

20-04-1996 

25. 

2/5/0 )/95-V 

23-12-1997 

83 

10-01-1998 

26. 

2/5(1 )/98-V 

30-06-2000 

1763 

05-08-2000 

27. 

2/5(1 )/98-V 

27-12-2000 

34 

13-1-2001 


'FtfarTW trar WR RWRiT 
ST# 23 Wmt, 2001 

4W. WT. 2 5 5,— (^TWt) ViffaW, 

1972 (1972 5f?T 5 3) Et tJRT 5 0 ^ ^T-WPT 

(i) jm srcrfr wfEnff tt mr qrEt ErEnr, 

umEr ifrrsipJT, Tthtstti tit erfafm ^ trm 

50 % STTiffT Iflftfllff 47T WET % fSTE 

Elwr ^tf^T5T^ % ^TfKpdifyTTt, f^Fwr ^ ffatr 
OT'frftepp fr qrr r pE, Et ttFotw | i 

['PT.E, 2-16/91 *5^.E?r.-l] 
E*t.*ft. w*tf, fEEw, qfrrjrr oE 

UTt uTpfEEfR 

MINISTRY OF ENVIRONMENT AND FORESTS 
New Delhi, the 23rd January, 2001 
S.O. 255.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Sub-section (1) of section 50 of the Wildlife (Protec¬ 
tion) Act, 1972 (53 of 1972), the Director Wildlife 
Preservation hereby authorises the officers of the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment not below the 
rank of Sub-Inspector of Police to exercise the 
powers under section 50 of the said Act. 

[F. No. 2-16|91 WL-I] 
S. C. SHARMA, Director, Wildlife Preservation g 
_ Add l. Director General 

artr Earent 

t=tf faesft, 9 wtErfV, 2001 

TT. ?TT. 2 56.—»WR, ( HH I tH 1 ) 

Em, 1983 % fTW 7 tf 8 I qfsi 


sTfEEmr, 1952 (1952 37) qft am- 5 

3W-«trt ( 1 ) 3Rt 5 t?tt wRqqt q?r qq(q =r:E 
qqr str Earn % ftqbp 25 wqajrr, 2000 % 
arTTO-qt srrEtr % xrq/w E %^ft*r Em nrrunr 

UTS rtjrqj, EEEYr, fE^qWjrq, qTvTVfTT, ^376 

3th: qqifiit % q-wr^err qqw faw qw w 
Evtcrq % ftqrr 9 1998 qft ftor tot *tr, 

% ttsEft et vrEm 31 2001 m qr 

arqt Et Et q^E s>, Etwt ft 1 

[ttr. e. 8 0 9/ 7/ 2 0 0 o-pT (iff)] 
trw wvrl srfgqqE) 

MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND 
BROADCASTING 
New Delhi, the 9th January, 2001 

S.O. 256.-—In exercise of the powers con¬ 
ferred by sub-section (1) of Section 5 of the Cine¬ 
matograph Act, 1952 (37 of 1952) read with rules 
7 and 8 of the Cinematograph (Certification) Rules, 
1983, and in continuation of this Ministry’s Orders 
of even number dated the 25th October, 2000, the 
Central Government is pleased to extend the tenure 
of the members of the Advisory panels of the Central 
Board of Film Certification at Mumbai, Chennai, 
Bangalore, Thinivananthapuram, Calcutta, Cuttack 
and Guwahati, which were constituted vide this 
Ministry’s orders dated the 9th October, 1998, upto 
31st March, 2001 or until turthei orders, whichever 
is earlier. 


[F. No. S0917|2000-F(C)1 
KAJESH SHARMA, Desk Officer 
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^ 6 T P^, 200i 


m. an. 257.-^N TOTTC ^ ^ "STcftcr gfal t fa tyftefift 4 ^T? 3TTTOW t 
rf*t 3 3 ^ TOTgf ^ qftro ^ lerc, totRsh gra 

•^r| r i^F%-T^| wrar?q qfcrfcrrr ^ ^ ierq, qq 1ei#rfe «Ft aftr rt 

qT?q<rl'l$q f<fo$T| "STR ; 

sfo rttto %tt q<ffa fft\ 11 % M w^thr ^ TOtaq ^ frrc ^r 
3TffcR$TO 3 3F^ft 3 cjftfa ^ ^ 1^4' TO Wf^T l^f ^T TOM f^lT W 
t, ^ 3Tfwr qq spsfa tot t; 

3T7T: m, rtcto, b^tt 73 ^ qisq^isq (^ ^ arfiiro ^ 

arfaftTO 1962 (1962 44 50 ) 4 fft TO 3 ^ W-ii ( 1 ) to qif^?m\'^T TOfaTO TO‘ 
■jqqfr ^ arf^TO^RT 3T#r to 3 ^ artf sttto 4 ft 1 'qlw TOft 1 1 

TO4 375 ^ ^ qftfa 3 f^TOg 4T^ oqf^RT ~<R{ cfrfte 3, TOT ^ TTTOT 4' TO 

WilftTcT TO BT^pRT qfM RnTOT 4R4T W TO gt ^TTcft t, ^TOtRf f^T % < %R ^ 
3 TOfr $ 3rfaro qrr 3#r Tn ^ qT?ro?q fam ■<£ qfa snsfa m 

wz&i rtto qrf^FKl, Rft # to f<4foTO, -fiHsf^TO^ TOiq qw qfofaffi, 4/2 

4tf<?M, RtrRtrtm^ 620 012^tor[^it i 

3T^ 


vfl^ifil : f^tfraera 

IEHH 

rir,-,-« 






Jlfj cpt cTITf 

?if ?f 

qq-^sra s 

te- 

iw ! 

cRf ^fte? 

1 

2 

3 

4 - 

5 

6 

Rf.2 2 (^1^1 

99 

11 

0 

02 

44 


99 

10 

0 

05 

78 


[4. 3m.-25011/1/200l-3Tt 3TO-I] 
tnif. ■^Rt^TST, 3TO 


zyi < il 2l»H -h 
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Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas 

New Delhi. Ihe <>ih Fcbnian. 2001 

s. o. 257,— Whereas, it appears to the Central Government that it is 
necessary in the public interest that for the transportation of petroleum 
products from Chennai to Madurai in the State of Tamil Nadu, a pipeline 
should be laid by the Indian Oil Corporation Limited for implementing the 
Chennai - Trichy - Madurai pipeline project on behalf of Petronet CTM 
Limited; 

And, whereas, it appears that for the purpose of laying such pipeline, it is 
necessary to acquire the right of user in the land described in the Schedule 
annexed to this notification; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of 
section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of 
User in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby 
declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Any person, interested in the land, described in the said Schedule, may within 
twenty one days from the date on which the copies of this notification as 
published in the Gazette of India, are made available to the general public, 
object in writing to the acquisition of the right of user therein or laying of the 
pipeline under the land to Shri. R. Vajravelu, Competent Authority, Petronet 
CTM Limited, Chennai-Trichy-Madurai Product Pipeline Project, 4/2, 
Crawford Colony, Tiruchirapalli - 620 012. 

SCHEDULE 


Taluk : Virudhachalam District: Cuddalore State : Tamil Nadu 


Name of the Village 

Survey no. 

Sub-Division no. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 


No .22 AIVADUQUDI 

99 

11 

0 

02 

44 


99 

10 

0 

05 

78 


[No,-25011/1/2001 OR II 
S. CHANDRASEKHAR. Under Sccv. 
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31T. 258.--^^q ^3343 £ ^rfePTO aftt 73 £r £' $ 3}fel3 ^T 

arfsiRm, 1962 (1962 '44 50) (f££ 4T4T?1 ^RT 3TM^rw W £) 

^Tt mn 3 -ZH-m\ (1) ^ 33tffr WRt, *434 3T3443 ^ £<!fa'44 3f(3 W-Ffrffi %T *f4T?ra 
4f£ 3#r^RT Tjm 44° 34° 2085, 20 2000 1431, dftd-ll^ 3R4 £ £^T f £ 

£faR *4^31| 44T 3444t‘ ^ 4R°I?H ^ feR ££Rfc 3lt £t 4H f£ft'£g 

£Rf WWR ^ y^3R ^ fcR 344 3#T^RT ^ 3T4R3 34J3J5) £‘ faRfe "$£ £ 
344 W 3?Ri443 ^ srfa ^ 3r£ arr^RT 4ft 4ftRn 4ft eft i 

3fl3 344 3fffeT5j^FTT ^ft TltcRff ^5pmT 4T3t34 \3t5gS^,20004ft 34W 4RT £t 4| *ff I 
sfR 344 srfaRm 4ft wa 6 4ft 34-^431 (l) ^ stMRt tt^tr ^iferft ft 313433 4ft 

344 ft ftfttf ftftt£i 

sft3 q^fa 313443c*4344 tftftf 43 ftr4T3 4Rft ^ 4T4Rt TTf 344*314 ?t wi 'fex 
3t^ ^ 4ft4?4 4^ tcR WTW ftRJTft 4t feR 3J44 ^ sqftfsm £ ; 

314:, 3T4, ftRftftl 313433, 344 3lftl1ft4tl 4ft fclKT 6 4ft 3W31 (1) ^RTU^T 44R 

4Rft ^ 4? 44R1T £ % w 3lftl3J44T ^ WPR 3T^t ft' faPlR*3 344 *jfft ft 

HI^HCil^^l Rl0lft £t ftrR 3sfth 43 3lfft<tiK 3|Rftl fft>4l WRIT £ I 

3ftl 4Rsft4 313433, 344 3rfftftl44 4ft *3131 6 4ft 34-tfTCT (4) £131 444 }lRklftl 43 W( 44ft 
1<3 44 Rift?! ftftt £ 344 ^ ^ 344ftt 43 3lfft433 ^3T R)W ^ '5I44TR 4^ 3TT3t® ^ 

^Rsfta 3R4TR £f I^T £t£ ^TRT 3T^ft ^ ^ ^ft Z( ^1 faRiis £' RffTd 

£Wti 
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3^ 


cTTcJcfiT : facE : frTCiflccp TT^I : 


3lfg oTHT 

a 

1 

3TO-W5 7T 

S^Urcl 

&C7 


c|<jf dfl <_W 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

i _ 

6 


1457 

1 

0 

29 

88 

1 460 

1 

0 

08 

91 

1 460 

2 

0 

05 

1 6 

1 175 

1* 

0 

1 8 

94 

1175 

2 

0 

00 

, 52 

1 175 

3 

0 

0 1 

36 

1 1 75 

iay 

0 

0 1 

30 

1 175 

i n 

0 

0 1 

20 

! 175 

M3t 

0 

00 

94 

1 1 75 

13* 

0 

00 

83 

1 175 

8 

0 

00 

40 

1 175 

1 7 

0 

0 1 

33 

1 1 75 

18 

0 

02 

79 

1 1 75 

1 9 

0 

01 

08 

1 087 

- 

0 

02 

70 

1088 

» 

0 

09 

37 

1 089 

2 

0 

1 9 

08 

1 095 

2^1 

0 

0 6 

52 

1095 

3 

0 

02 

22 

1095 

4 

0 

00 

40 

1 095 

6 

0 

00 

32 

1096 


0 

1 8 

4 5 

1118 

1 

0 

09 

54 

1118 

2 

0 

1 5 

03 

1119 

- 

0 

30 

78 

1 1 20 

1 

0 

05 

64 

1 120 

2 

0 

04 

29 

1 1 38 

- 

0 

08 

46 

1 132 

2 

0 

1 5 

84 

1131 

- 

0 

1 4 

40 

70 

3 

0 

1 7 

28 

70 

2*4 

0 

1 6 

09 


71.124 











[MPT II—73T5 3 (ii)J 


?U 1 6 ?ftcT2TOT 


71.1 09 


2T.I08 3TTSp 
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2 1 

3 

4 

5 

6 

82 

— 

0 

02 

1 6 

81 

1 0 

0 

00 

80 

81 

1 1 

0 

01 

27 

81 

1 2 

0 

00 

73 

78 

48 

0 

00 

40 

78 

47 

0 

00 

70 

78 

46 

0 

00 

65 

78 

45 

0 

00 

40 

78 

1 

0 

02 

70 

78 

43 

0 

00 

80 

78 

44 

0 

01 

70 

78 

36 

0 

00 

40 

78 

35 

0 

0 1 

20 

78 

34 

0 

0 1 

50 

78 

33 

0 

01 

55 

78 

26 

0 

00 

56 

83 

1 

0 

05 

40 

83 

3 

0 

00 

40 

87 

8 M 

0 

01 

50 

87 

8 an 

0 

02 

1 0 

87 

8^ 

0 

04 

50 

86 

2 

0 

1 2 

60 

86 

1 

0 

04 

80 

51 

1 CV\ 

0 

06 

1 2 

5 1 5i^v 

13Jt 

0 

01 

60 

523 

1 .SPi 

0 

00 

40 

512 

1 355\ 

0 

05 

04 

512 

1 3’^y 

0 

1 6 

33 

512 

1 1 

0 

03 

1 6 

96 

1.^ 

0 

00 

57 

160 

* 

0 

1 8 

72 

1 66 

1 

0 

06 

70 

1 90 

1 

0 

09 

90 

1 90 

2 

0 

08 

1 9 

193 


0 

09 

62 

1 54 

- 

0 

30 

75 

90 

3-5^ 

0 

0 1 

34 

90 

4 

0 

03 

06 
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3ffg cPi srra 


3Q'-^S ■JT 


ttjtt 

cUf sfW 

i 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

3^,3 

72 

3 

0 

0 1 

78’ 

72 

2 

0 

00 

40 

73 

5 

0 

00 

85 

73 

4 

0 

02 

90 

73 

3 

0 

. 03 

63 

73 

2 

0 

00 

99 

73 

1 

0 

00 

40 

71 

4 

0 

00 

80 

79 

1 

0 

11 

86 

78 

1 

0 

05 

80 

77 

3 

0 

03 

60 

77 

2 

0 

03 

78 

77 

1 ^ 

0 

07 

74 

77 

1 &{ 

0 

00 

54 

76 

3 

0 

01 

84 

1 1 1 

2 

0 

06 

30 

1 1 1 

1 

0 

0 1 

82 

1 09 

1 

0" 

00 

40 

132 

1^ 

0 

02 

63 

132 

1 ^ 

0 

08 

90 

132 

2 

0 

0 1 

27 

132 

3 

0 

00 

95 

132 

4 

0 

00 

42 

134 

1 

0 

1 9 

44 

135 

- 

0 

1 4 

76 

1 37 

2 

0 

06 

1 2 
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cTTcJcJ5r : lrtPsc|<H<l( _fulelf : fc|(rd ) u -R^_: clf^cloH^ 






wr csr stm 



wgm 


e|«if 

i 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7T.41 2TTcl^ 

24 

4 

0 

18 

36 


[77. 3TR-31015/39/2000-371 3TR-I] 
xra, 3TCR Tff^t 


New Delhi, the 9th February, 2001 


S. o. 258.—Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas number S.O. 2085 dated the 20 th 
September 2000 issued under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals pipelines (Acquisition of Right of user in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) 
(herein alter referred to as the said Act), the Central Government declared its 
intention to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the Schedule 
appended to that notification for the purpose of laying pipeline for the transport of 
petroleum products from Chennai to Madurai via Tiruchirapalli in the State of 
Tamil Nadu by Petronet CTM Limited. 


And whereas, copies of the said notifications were made available to the public on 
1 st October, 2000; 

And whereas, the Competent Authority has under sub-section (l) of section 6 of 
the said Act has submitted his report to the Central Government; 

And whereas, the Central Government, after considering the said report is 
satisfied that the said land are required for laying of the pipelines for the transport 
of petroleum products; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 6 
of the said Act, the Central Government hereby declares that the right of user in 
the said land, specified in the Schedule appended to this notification, is hereby 
acquired for laying the pipeline; 

And further, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (4) of section 6 of 
the said Act, the Central Government hereby directs that the right of user in the' 
said land shall instead of vesting in the Central Government, vest from the date of 
the publication of this declaration, in the Petronet CTM Limited, free from all 
encumbrances. 


257 (il/2001—7 
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SCHEDULE 


Taluk : Ponneri 


Name of the Village 
1 

No .144 VALLUR 


District: Tiruvallur State : Tamil Nadu 


Survey no. 

Sub-Division no. 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq mtr 

2 

3 

- 

4 

5 

6 

1457 


0 

29 

88 

1460 

1 

0 

08 

91 

1460 

2 

0 

05 

16 

1175 

1A 

0 

18 

94 

,1175 

2 

0 

• 00 

52 

1175 

3 

0 

01 

36 

1175 

IB 

0 

01 

30 

1175 

1C 

0 

01 

20 

1175 

ID 

0 

00 

94 

1175 

IE 

o . 1 

00 

83 

1175 

8 

0 

00 

40 

1175 

17 

0 

01 

33 

1175 

18 

0 

02 

79 

1175 

19 

0 

01 

08 

1087 

- 

0 

02 

70 

1088 

- 

0 

09 

37 

1089 

2 

0 

19 

08 

1095 

2A1 

0 

06 

52 

1095 

3 

0 

02 

22 

1095 

4 

0 

00 

40 

1095 

6 

0 

00 

82 

1096 

- 

0 

18 

45 

1118 

1 

0 

09 

54 

1118 

2 

0 

15 

03 

1119 

- 

0 

30 

78 

1120 

1 

0 

05 

64 

1120 

2 

0 

04 

29 

1138 

- 

0 

08 

46 

1132 

2 

0 

15 

84 

1131 

- 

0 

14 

40 

70 

3 

0 

17 

28 

70 

2A4 

0 

16 

09 


No .124 BUDUR 
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1 , _ 2 

82 

81 

81 

81 

78 

78 

78 

78 

78 

78 

78 

78 

78 

78 

78 

78 

83 

83 

87 

87 

87 

86 

86 

No.116 SHOLAVARAM 515A 

515A 

523 

512 

512 

512 

No.109 ERUMAIVETTIPA .AYAM(NEW) 96 

160 
166 
190 
190 
193 
154 
90 


~ 3 j 

4 

5 

6 


0 

02 

16 

10 

0 

00 

80 

11 

0 

01 

27 

12 

0 

00 

73 

48 

0 

00 

40 

47 

0 

00 

70 

45 

0 

00 

65 

45 

0 

00 

40 

1 

0 

02 

70 

43 

0 

00 

80 

44 

0 

01 

70 

36 

0 

00 

40 

35 

0 

01 

20 

34 

0 

01 

50 

33 

0 

01 

55 

26 

0 

00 

56 

1 

0 

05 

40 

3 

0 

00 

40 

8B 

0 

01 

50 

8C 

0 

02 

10 

8D 

0 

04 

50 

2 

0 

12 

60 

1 

0 

04 

80 

1A 

0 

Q6 

12 

IB 

0 

01 

60 

1A 

0 

00 

40 

13B 

0 

05 

04 

13A 

0 

16 

33 

11 

0 

03 

16 

->1 A 

0 

00 

57 

- 

0 

18 

72 

1 

0 

06 

70 

1 

0 

09 

90 

2 

0 

08 

19 

- 

0 

09 

62 

- 

0 

30 

75 

3B 

0 

01 

34 


No.108 ATTUR 
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TaluK : Ambathur District: liruvallur State : Tamil Nadu 


Name of the Village 

Suivev no 

1 

Sub-Division no 

Area 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq.mtr 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

No.3 PONDESWARAM 

72 

3 

0 

01 

78 

72 

2 

0 

00 

40 

73 

5 

0 

00 

85 

73 

4 

0 

02 

90 

73 

3 

0 

03 

63 

73 

O 

0 

00 

99 

73 

1 

0 

OC 

40 

71 

4 

0 

00 

80 

79 

1 

0 

11 

86 

78 

1 

0 

05 

80 

77 

3 

0 

03 

60 

77 

£ 

0 

03 

78 

77 

IB 

0 

07 

74 

77 

1A 

0 

00 

54 

76 

3 

0 

01 

84 

111 

2 

0 

06 

30 

111 

1A 

0 

01 

82 

109 

1 

0 

00 

40 

132 

1A 

0 

02 

63 

132 

IB 

0 

08 

90 

132 

2 

0 

01 

0 7 

£- i 

132 

3 

0 

00 

95 

132 

4 

0 

00 

42 

134 

1 

0 

19 

44 

135 ' 

- 

0 

14 

/6 

137 

2 

0 

06 

12 





[HFT II—1 (II)] 

Taluk : Sriperumbudur 

Name ot the Village 
1 

No.115 VADAMANGALAM 


’TOT : TRTOf 10, 2001/^ 21, 1922 

District : Kanchipuram 


Taluk : Lalgudi 

Name of the Village 
1 _ 

No.89 NEIKULAM 

No.90 PERIYAKURUKKAI 
No.35 REDDIMANGUDI 


Survey no 

Sub-Division no 

2 

3 

145 

3 

146 

2A 

157 

2A1 

157 

2A2 

165 

2B 

179 

1 

179 

3A 

179 

3B 

179 

3C 

179 

3D 

179 

3E 

178 

4 

178 

2 

175 

6 

178 

5A . 

178 

5B 

219 

1 

219. 

2 

221 

5A 

221 

5C1. 

221 

5B 

221 

2A 

220 

2H 

220 

21 

220 

2J 

220 

2G 

District :Tiruchirapalli 

Survey no. 

Sub-Division no 

2 

3 

450 

2 

508 

2 

176 

22 

310 ' 

16 

10 

7 

24 

2 


Hectare 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


State . Tamil Nadu 

Area 

Aie Sq mtr 
5 6 

00 90 

07 56 

09 75 

08 48 

10 95 

05 04 

05 22 

02 93 

01 40 

00 80 

00 40 

05 98 

02 51 

00 40 

02 89 

02 20 

04 94 

02 01 

09 66 

00 42 

07 20 

01 44 

02 10 

02 07 

02 10 

02 56 


State : Tamil Nadu 


Hectare 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


Area 

Are 

Sq mtr 

5 

6 

15 

81 

10 

21 

00 

40 

05 

79 

08 

59 

04 

68 


No.26 VALADI 
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Taluk ; Tiruchirapalli District iTiruchirapalli 


Name of the Vil'age 

Survey no 


Area 

Sub-Division no 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq mtr 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

NO. 60 KUTTAPPAR 

71 

2B 

0 

00 

78 

Taluk : Manapparai 

District :Tiruchirapalli 


State : Tamil Nadu 




Area 

Name of the Village 

Survey no 

Sub-Division no 

! 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq mtr 

1 

2 

' 3 

_ 

4 

5 

6 

No.63 PUDUPATTI (AYAN) 

27 

3 

0 

10 

44 


40 

4 

0 

06 

55 

No.73 PORUVAY (AYAN) 

234 

6 

0 

01 

88 

Taluk : Kulathur 

District :Pudukkottai 


State : Tamil Nadu 




Area 

Name of the Village 

Survey no 

Sub-Division no 

i 

Hectare 

-■ i 

Are 

Sq.mtr 

r 

2 

3 1 

. _i 

4 

5 

6 

No.44 ALANGUDI 

38 

i 

0 

09 

63 


38 

3 

0 

00 

40 

Taluk :Uthiramerur 

District ;Kanchipuram 


State : Tamil Nadu 




Area 

Name of the Village 

Survey no. 

Sub-Division no. 

1 

Hectare | 

Are 

Sq.mtr 

1 

. 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

No.96 SATHANANJERI 

28 

1A 

0 

40 

32 


28 

IB 

0 

00 

40 


34 

1A2 

0 

10 

62 


53 

1A 

0 

09 

24 


53 

2 

0 

03 ■ 

24 







Taluk : Tindivanam 

District .Villupuram 


State : Tamil Nadu 




Area 

Name of the Village 

Survey no 

Sub-Division no 

Hectare 

Are 

Sq mtr 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

No.41 SALAI 

24 

4 

0 

18 

36 


|No.-31015/39/2000 OR I] 
S CHANDRASEKHAR, Under Secy, 
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33 33777 

n'i ft'T'fr, 10 37-71?, 2001 

33. 3T. 259.--^>a>pTflf^^?TM'T-W, 1947 

( 1947 33 14) %t S7i77 17 % 3r3373 if, %75?7 
37337 3. fttlfT I7i<37T33 3T.fft. % 33?333 

% 333 f 7373 %? ftYr 33 % 373 + 37 ? % «rH 
333=1 ft fvftsj aftaYSn? 73 tv ft 37 -4717733 %t+t 
% 7373 %T 3+ifV7=7 + Cft |, 3T %<=St-f 37+77 %t 
5-1-20 01 spt 3737 |37 37 1 

[ft. T7-2 901 l/6/98-7f$ 377 (tt?t)] 
3ft. ttr* . ifft?, 377 7777 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, the J 0th January, 2001 

S.O. 259.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Industrial Tribunal. Kota, as shown in the 
Annexure, in the industrial dispute between the emp¬ 
loyers in relation to the M|s. Srinath Enterprises Pvt. 
Ltd., and their workmen which was received by the 
Central Government on the 5-1-2001. 

? 

[No. L-29011|6|98|IR(M)] 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 

3333 

, srWrf^T 37771 ^+ 73 / %ft?7 / + 777/733 . 
fRrrff? TTfcT+Tlft ftY 3|i?7 ^3 777ftY, *777. 53 . 

ft. 57. 

f37S7 H+TTT 377+ : aft. ?7r. 15/98 

f77r+ 3 =3T?73 : 6/8/9 8 

737 : 3777 37+77 , «T*T 33777, of fftvft? % 

3ft+ T-Tirr 53--2901 1 / 6 / 9 8-7Tf. +77. 

(0,3.) f^ftr+ 2 0-7-98 

fft&T 573737 3T77 10 ( 1 ) ( 7 ) 
ftkft?7+ f73TC 3?ftfft33, 19 47 
3’53 

7773 ft+ft, (Rb 77£7 37, 7137 33 oft) 

—nt-ff 3fft+ tjf733 

53 

ft. ft?3i3 f^TifftT) 3T. fsr., 377 fftvfT %?77 

—7173? fftftt3+ 

37i733 

373? 3fft+ 3f333 +ft TP! ft lift m 3 : ft? TmUHi^T 

wr 

'O 

57373? f'33T7+ +ft 47 7 ifftfftfft : NT 53. 37. 

t?w 

srfsrfft+T fftT'rr : 10 - 11-2000 

257 GT/2001 —9 


srfftf+ftT 

3773 37+T7, m 73773, 3f fevftY % STiftl 
f?3pp 20-7-98 5777 T33 ?7<?97-f77 V/sTT^ft7, 
ftYaYf+T ?33i3 ^fETfftW, 1947 %t STTO 1 0( 1) ('4) 

% 573T'T3 53 ^'iTifft+TT' +7 5rfftf7 J f777 3flf7 3 
f+37 337 | :— 

“Whether the action of the management of 
M/s. Sreenath Enterprises is not increasnig the 
rate of daily wages as per settlement to the workers 
working in their mines and in not regularising the 
services of tho e workmen who have put in 240 days 
of service is justified ? If not, to what relief the 
workmen are entitled ?”. 

2. f337-f77V/33J!fft ^13Tfft+73 Jr 7TPT Cft 

77 34 773-37 f+37 347 3 77+3? 41 777347 

$777 477) +ft 777 f73 77 7777 *lfft+ 3f773 +ft 
3??7 4 3777 377 77777 3-f7 f+ir 777 I 

3. 57T7 73733? 377% 7373 3377? ?%3?7+ f333 

37, 77-3 ^4? 3?777 % 3? Tr37T7T'3 

7 C 37, 33T T3 33T3? ftqY'T'T qfa'ftfsr 4Y 7,3. 3?. 

3T711; 4 3377 ^7 4 3777r-73 % 3i3 773^77-73 
3?^7 77T 3f f7333 fTTf fT 3fT 3Y7Y 73? % 3^3 
7fF37- f733-f37r7 % 337 i? 4YT 73l'3T73 7?Y 37777 
3 3f77 lYTT 3773? 333?7T 353-7 ff 337 | 

33 3Yt? 7WY % 753 337?7 37777 3Yf f77!3 37 
7^?- 3fT |, 37: 373Y4 % 3r377 77 3f7f773 
7TfT7 77 ft7r 3ft I 

4. 3757377 33377 73 37 3Y7Y 73? 77 'TfTT 

57737 3 373737 33r f33 7T 474? 73? 7 347 |?7r 
iftYTlT f^37 I r3i3'if37T7 3K7 3? 337?^ T7 

337133 fT37 337 3Y 5T3T 7«T 7 f^7 3 
33Y3 ?73T | I 377Y 7317 % 357 f3r3r73 

TY 37377 3 7f33 3^33 f737-?37r3 % 3^533 

3 ; 3173? 333Y7 377T7T 33 TYf f3373 33 747 

I, 33: 3P53 377 33SY3 % 3737T 71 ¥,3> 3TT1 

3f3?333 7rfl3 fTnl 3137 | 337 3 Y 7 Y 7^ 

333Y3 17 3^3? T|?7 I 

3|9T 7?g 373 cTT, ?3T3T3Y7, 
sfrrflfTTT ?313Tfg77Hrr 
7| ftvvf?, 10 373ft, 2001 

33. 3T. 260-—71377177 f33T3 3ftT?733, 

1947 ( 1947 33 14) 3Y S7RT 17 % 333TW ft, 
ft3fl3 37337 fft37vf trEj3c3fT37 337Y. f3. % 

73^333 % 333 f73T73T 3?7 37% 373337? % #3, 
3733 ft ?7(%-3 3Wlfftp f'3373 ft >33 "-3.3733 
|37T3r3 % %3T2: 3ft 333f?I3 3713? |, 3 ? %TT3 
37337 %? 5-1-2001 3ft 7T3T |3T 37 I 

[ft. 371-2901 1 29/98-3Tf3T7 (33)] 
3?. 33- tf'33, 337 3f73 
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New Delhi, the 10th January, 2001 

S.O. 260.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award of the Cen¬ 
tral Government Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad as 
shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute bet¬ 
ween the employers in relation to the management 
Mineral Exploration Pvt. Ltd. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
4-1-2001. 

[No. L-29011 |29|98-IR(M)] 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-I 
AT HYDERABAD 

PRESENT : 

Sri Syed Abdullah, B.Sc., B.L., Industrial 
Tribunal-I. 

Dated : 12th day of December, 2000 
Industrial Dispute No. 26 of 1999 

BETWEEN: 

The President, MEC Employees Union 
Regd. Office, Plot No. 65, 

S. B. H. Colony, Mohan Nagar, 

Kothapeth, Hyderabad-500 035. Petitioner 

AND 

The Management of Mineral 
Exploration Corporation Limited, 

G.S.I. Complex. Bendlapuda. 

Hyderabad-500 068. ' ..Respondent. 

APPEARANCES: 

M/s. P. Guruimirtby and G. Rajesv-ari, Advo¬ 
cates for the Petitioner. 

M|s. P. Nageswara Sree and C. Niranjan Rao, 
Advocates for the Respondent. 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, 
New Delhi by its order No. L-2901 l/29/9S/IR(M), 
dt. 4-3-1999 referred the following Industrial 
Dispute under Section 10(1) (d) and Sub-Section 2(A) 
of Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, to this Tribunal for 
adjudication : 

“Whether the action of the ■n-»vm.-’menl of Mine¬ 
ral Exploration (Yrp<«-»V;i <!., Bhupala- 

pally in not granting 5 days’ casual leave for 
the year 1997 to the workmen is justified? 
If not. to what relief the workmen are 
entiTed ?” 

Both parties appeared and filed their respective plea¬ 
dings. 

2. Briefly stated the claim statement averments are 
as under The respondent-Cornoration a Govern¬ 
ment of India Undertaking functioning tinder the direct 
control and supervision of Ministry of Mines, Depart¬ 
ment of Mines. Government of Tndia, New Delhi 
which was established in 1972. It is undertaking 


primarily for detailed mineral exploration through 
drilling and mining operations and also jobs entrusted 
by Public Sector Undertakings and Govern¬ 
ment Organisation by entering into agree¬ 
ments with the Managements who intend 
to engage the respondent Corporation. The Res¬ 
pondent engages workers on the sites and they are 
wrongly divided into regular and contingent. The con¬ 
tingent employees are exploited in so far as service 
conditions and wages, are concerned, there is no dis¬ 
tinction between the work carried out by the contin¬ 
gent workers and regular workers. The regular work¬ 
men are provided with accommodation at sites but 
the contingent employee are not provided wiih it. 
Further the wages arc paid o contingent workers are 
less, so also denied with allowances to them. The res¬ 
pondent had taken up mine construction work in 
Bhoopalpalli area in Warangal District under an agree¬ 
ment with the Singareni Collieries Company Limited. 
The respondent employed 54 workmen for mine con¬ 
struction work. They are paid wages Rs. 20 per day 
Rs. 10 as underground wages and' variable D.A. fixed 
as on 1-7-1997. They were employed in August, 1997. 
The wage fixed including the variable dearness al¬ 
loy ance as on the date of appointment remained bet¬ 
ween August, 1997 and date of filing this claims state¬ 
ment. The wages of regular workmen were revised. 
Further their variable Dearness Allowance is adjusted 
once in three months depending, upon the rise in the 
cost of living index but the said adjustment is no! 
applied to contingent workmen. Similarly, in the 
availment of sick leave, casual leave etc. the work¬ 
men employed from August, 1997 were granted only 
2 days casual leave instead of 5 days casual leave faking 
into account the proportionate entitlement during the 
calendar year. The rules however did not make any 
provisions for grant of casual leave on proportionate 
basis and a workman employed at any time during the 
year can avail casual leave admissible during the 
calendar year. The quantum of leave cannot differ 
from regular workmen and contingent workmen espe¬ 
cially in the matter of casual leaye since casual leave 
if not availed during the calendar year lapses and all 
other kinds of leave do not large a f the end of tbe 
calendar year. The contingent workmen are therefore 
entitled to 14 da vs casual leave in a calendar year. But 
thev were granted onlv 2 days casual leave during the 
vear 1997 and denied 12 more days which they are 
entitled. Hence they are entitled for monetary compen¬ 
sation of substituted holilays to the extent of 12 days. 

V The respondent filed counter which is as under : The 
reference made by the Government of India is beyond the 
scope afid ambit of Section 10(1)(d) of ID. Act and the 
Government of India -has no power or jurisdiction to refer 
the matter for adjudication and therefore the present re¬ 
ference is liable ,to be rejected. The temporary or contingent 
workman wii! be termi-aWd after completion of explora¬ 
tion work or in case of wound up and the regular work¬ 
men were called back to the Headquarters for re-deploy¬ 
ment. As per the Certified Standing Orders, the workmen 
are classified. The certified Standing Orders has further 
specifically stipulates entitlement of leave with wages for eacb 
category of the workmen and the casual leave i« specifically 
stipu'ated in C!ait°e I5(TI) of the Certified Standing Orders. 
The'e casual workmen were engaged in July/August, 1997 
due to exigencies of wo-k at the project situate Bhupalpally. 
As pgr the Standing Orders they are entiled for grant cf 
casual leave for 5 days, in a full calendar year provided 
the workmen were engaged throughout the year. However 
all the casual workmen coveied under the reference we r e 
engaged only in July /August, 1997 and they were accor¬ 
dingly granted casual leave proportionate to service rendered 
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by them. Further as per standing orders the mini¬ 
mum wages are paid. So the casual workmen are not 
entitled for full 5 days casual leave for the year 1997, 1’s 
they were engaged in the middle of the year. In any case 
the petitioner cannot claim the casual leave as a matter of 
right and the claim of the petitioner is acordingly liable to 
be rejected. The issue of providing accommodation has no 
relevancy at all. The rest of the allegations are denied. 
The prayer made by the petitioner is not in accordance, with 
reference made to this Tribunal and the entitlement of 
granting 12 days casual leaves is not the issue referred to 
this Tribunal and this Tribunal cannot grant relief to them. 
The claim is devoid of merits and speculative nature. Hence 
piayed to dismifs the claim petition. 

4. The point for adjudication is : 

’’Whether the action of the management of Mineral Ex¬ 
ploration Corporation Bhupalapally, in not granting 
5 days’ causal leave for the year 1997 to the woik- 
rnen is justified If not, to what relief the work¬ 
men are entitled?” 

5. To substantiate to the claim, the president of the 

union examined himself as WW1 and deposed that the 
workmen employed in Bhupalpalli Mining Project of res¬ 
pondent were not granted 5days casual leave in the year 
1997 as provided under Standing Orders but they were 

granted only 3 days. Ex. W1 is the standing order xerox 
copy and as per Clause -15(11) the employees are entitled 
for 5 days casual leave in a calendar year. So it is prayed 
that 2 days wages may be paid in lieu of 2 days casual 
leave denied to the employees. 

6. As against the above evidence, on the side of the 
management the Sr, Manager gave evidence and deposed 
that the contingent workers were taken for specific job for 
the iimtied period. Ex. W1 is the Standing Oredrs and as 
per Clause 3(b) of Ex. Wi the service condition is referred 
to about contingent workers. Clause 15(11) of Ex. Wl le- 
lates to grant of 5 days casual leave in a calendar year to 
contingent woikers. 59. contingent employees aie covered 
by this dispute, and they joined in July/August, 1997. They 
were sanctioned with 2 days casual leave, by proportiona¬ 
ting the number of months and days in the year. Ex. Ml 
is the statement which shows the availment of casual leave 
by the workmen worked during 1997. Ex. M2 is the leave 
register. In case any employee joins in the middle of 
calendar year he cannot claim 5 days casual leave. Subse¬ 
quent to the reference the project of S.C.C. taken up it 
Bhupalpalli, was closed and their accounts were settled. So 
they cannot claim any privileges on per with the regular 
employees. 

7. The union has raised the dispute of the contingent 
workers of the respondent-Corporation as they were denied 
with full 5 days casual leave in the calendar year 1997 as 
provided under Clause 15(11) of Ex. Wl Standing Orders. 
So in lieu of it, they should be paid with 2 days of wages. 

ft. The adjudication of the disunite covered by the refe 
rence is with regard to granting of 5 days casual leave to 
the casual , workmen employed in the respod'nent-company 
in the year 1997 who were posted at the Project Bhupala- 
palli village in Warangal District, and since the manage- 
■ merit denied them availment of full 5 days ca v ual leave 
this dispute was raised. As the dispute is limited for ad¬ 
judication Jor the entitlement of 5 days casual leave, the 
other aleoat'ons made by the union against the manage¬ 
ment about showing discrimination between the regular 
workmen and the casual workmen in payment of wages and 
other privileges is beyond the scope of the reference and 
jurisdiction. 

9. According to the union as per the Standing Order the 
respondent company covered by Clause 15(11) each work¬ 
man is entitled for 5 days casual leave while so they were 
allowed to avail only 2 days casual leave during the year 
1997 so for the loss of 3 days casual leave the workmen 
shall be compensated for payment of wages.. 

10. Whereas the management’s stand is that under th? 
above standing order the casual workmen are also eligible 
to avail 5 days casual leave.in a calendar year but in case 


any worker joining in .the middle of the year or laler point 
of time he cannot claim 5. days casual levae and the total 
5 days casual leaves are to be proportionately cut short de¬ 
pending upon the months the workman discharges his 
ditties and since the wo.kmcii- herein were appointed in 
July/August, 1997 depending on the duration of work in 
the calendar year they were granted only 2 days casual leave 
cat of 5 days tor the entire calendar year which is also a 
adopted in ail Governmental and semi- 
lisations. 

11. Ex. Wl is the standing order in which relevant rule 
is clause 15(11) which reads as follows : 

“The employees will be entitled for grant of casual 
leave for 5 days in a calendar year. The carnal 
leave will not be combined with any other kind of 
leave. 

12. 7 here is no dispute that casual workers were taken 
on employment temporarily on daily wages for the project 
woik at Bhoopalpally till its completion and that they joined 
in seivice during July/August, 1997 by which date 6 months 
in the calendar year had elapsed and hardly there were 5 
.months remained for t Hi remaining calendar year 1997. 
Whercany employee or worker is appointed in the middle 
of (he year oi later part, it is a common procedure and 
convent on that caual leaves to be availed by the individual 
proportionately to the number of days worked oar in the 
calendar year. Similarly even if an employee retites in 
the middle of the year or in the later part one cannot 
avail total leaves entitled or in the calendar year. Further 
the employee cannot demand casual leave as a matter of 
right. The respondent Company is a public undertaking 
under control of Central Government which has to ioilo.v 
the rules and procedure and by following the said procedure 
tire management has righrly calculated’ the casual leaves by 
maintaining ncccs'ary leave registers of the individuals 
covered by Ex. 'M2. The uniform procedure is being fol¬ 
lowed for all the workers permitting availament of casual 
leaves proportionately depending upon the number of months 
worked in the calendar year. There cannot be any grivance 
on the part „of the workmen herein that they were 
denied with full enjoyment of 5 days casual leave as per 
■ b.. standing order. It is not the case of the union tha* 
earlier there w-erc precedents that any of the workers in 
the establishment were granted full casual leave cventhough 
they were appointed in the last quarter of the calendar 
years. Thus on over all review of the factual and legal 
aspects covered by the dispute, there is no hesitation to 
hold that the claim of the union for the entitlement of 5 
days casual leave for the workmen who joined in the 
middle year to have avaiiment of full 5 d’ays casual leave 
instead of 2 days as sanctioned by the management is not 
sustainable and thereby the denial is justified as valid. 

13. In the result, an award . the 

claim of the petitioner a- not circum¬ 

stances of the case there is no order as to costs. 

Dictated to the Steno-typist, transcribed by him, correc¬ 
ted by me and given under my hand and the seal of this 
Tribunal on Hiis the 12th day of December, 2000. 

SYED ABDULLAH, Industrial Tribunal-1 
APPENDIX OF EVIDENCE 

Witnesses Examined for Witnesses Examined or 

Petitioner: Respondent: 

WWl. P. C. Ramakrishnaiah MW1 : K. K. Govindan 
Documents marked* or the Petitioner: 

Ex. Wl : Xerox copy of the standing order of the 
company. 

Documents marked for the Respondent: 

Ex. Ml : Statement of the availment of casual leave 
by the casual workers in the year 1997. 

Ex. M? : Contingent leave register of Bhupalpalli 
Mining Project for the year 1997-98. 
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fiFTf, 10 494 ft, 2 001 

49. SIT. 261.—FfaifFfi f44T? 9fFfq94, 

1 947 ( 1947 99 14) Ft ETRT 17 % 49474 F, 
F?SR 97997 9. TRJT f9979 499449 fFfF%9 
ITT. fF. % TUTR % 499 fFFUfFf FtT 99% 
spWTCf % 4%9, 4949 if T 4 f%R 919949 f4419 if 
ST 9 TT9I99 '4194191 % 49T3 4F SPfilfilRr 4f79t $, 
5ft 97497! Tt 5-1-2001 4?t SOFT f9f 91 I 

[IT. 49 - 29012 / 85/9 9 - 91 ? 9 T 7 (ipf)] 

4 %. fr^. ffonr, 947 4f49 

New Delhi, the 10th January, 2001 

S.O. 261.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Bhilwara 
as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute 
between the employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment M/s. Udaipur Mineral Development Syndicate 
Pvt. Ltd. and their workman, which was received by 
the Central Government on 5-1-2001. 

[No. L-29012/85/99-IR(M)] 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 

sppFsr 

FtefrfFr Ft94f?i 

FR-99T457r, f99T-Fl94T?f (tit. ) 
sftefrfh4f fcTorr? 9999 9791 58/99 (%r 97997 ) 
srfarg^Tr 

'fTRcfm 994 9947 Ft. fFn Ff94i?i 
99#74 : 4T4r, TRlFl !JT9T, fc, T-Fkpr;" {7 ) 


n-tsfuffHT trcf 49R, qqqjv f9479 99999R 

fFf s%e ft?. FurrrfT (719.) —f^Tsfr 

9qf?99 

(«fr rtFEh: 4999 , RTmmi, mx. 04 . 9 . 99 .) 
mf Ft Fk F : 917194 fFf, TrFfwFr 99 . 
fFiFt Ft Fk F; : Ft tit. rpi. FtFFi ufk^mr tt. 

Ftr 

fkrk 10-11-2000 

*49919 %91 97997 §971 9 f 79 7 ffT£ 99 f 9^91 
TTtT-29 012/85/99 ?uf 917 (<T9) fkrtqi 30-1 1-1999 
% 5 ff 79 f 9*9 jtFt 999(4494 |tj ? 7 f r 9 f 9 rlW 79 
Ft FfFr [F 91 I :— 


SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the Agent. M/s Udaipur Mine¬ 
ral Development Syndicate Pvt. Ltd. Bhilwara by 
not giving Gr. Rs. 750-25-1000-30-35-1475 toi 
S/Shri Dev Karan S/o Shri Uda Gujar and Shri 
Devkaran S/o Shri Kana Gujar w.e.f. 31-5-1998 
is legal and justified ?. If not, to what relief the 
concerned workmen are entitled ?” 

994 snfk 47 95999799 Ft ottt fF^rr 491 1 

919 9 T 91 94979 qq srfFfqfj 34 . I 919 ? FT 4 >T 9 

F 99 srrkiT 49 -strjt tt ?9 9979 F Frf 'fkru 
4 /T 4 T 9 lfk f %91 I Ff% 9 lFf F 44179 91149 
9991997 49 W 9%74 F fFlFt F 99 Fit fkff 9 99 
rift 79 r | 94 : 74 % fkR Ftf f 99 T 9 9 fl 7 ff 
srrsitr 99 Ftt? ?nlW 94 F Trft fF^rr 9191 | 1 
qfFqi kpF 79 trttt 949979 947 ir^vir Ft 

Vf’TT TflT I ?fT: ^4 F 44 % fvfF 

qtrFqrgt Trtt Ft Ft 1 x xxz Ft sfF sRirsi^r# RpfFtT 
4 T 7 :cr 47 nr, Fa'mtr, fF?Ft Ft FFt ttF i 

RTvftSK ? 4 TTrFt 3 T 

o ' 

FrFtfFqi ftrprrfFTT’Ji 

fF'Ft, 10 T 4 Tff, 2001 

Tf. m. 262.—FtFtfFp RTT ^FFfdTtf, 

1947 (1947 qrr 14) Ft srru 17 % tttct F, 

FFFr 4 RR 444 4 T 44 T f 44 R 4 5 TT. > 4 . % 
44944 % 444 fFFtvfFt Fk 44% 4144441 % 4T4, 
5 T 449 F f 4 f 4 R FtFFFqf f 44 T 4 F 44 R T 4 T 44 
Ft 44 T?r % Frrs Ft 444 f %4 4 T 4 t I, Ft FFw 
44 TnC Ft 5 - 1-20 01 Ft 4 F 4 | 4 T 4 T 1 

[4. 44-29012/89/99-4lt 4T T (44)] 
4 t. 44 . tf 44 , 444 qfT 4 
New Delhi, the 10th January, 2001 

S.O. 262.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Bhilwara 
as shown in the Annexure in she Industrial Dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management 
M/s. Golcha Minerals Pvt. Ltd. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government! on 
5-1-2001. 

[No. L-29012/89/99-IR(M)] 
B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 
4449 

v5 

4 T 4 rfFfi RRrfURT FV 44 I 4 T 
Fr- 44T4'KT, f49r-Ft44rFT (7T4.) 
FfFlfFr f44T4 94T44 4^47 50/99 (Fr 47447) 

f44T4 9R 

4 S 94 , 4 T 74%4 ? 3 T 9 94|7 49 , f 44 T-F) 44 Tff 
444 f 44 | 74 T 4 f 9 % 4 -f 7 ?r, fw-FtWTf (TUT.) 

. . . ;9rFf 
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RRTR 


New Delhi, the 10th January, 2001 


R3RT, n'pTWT fRRTvR 3TT, fR. RURTfT (XT*r.) 

—f¥r«ft 

RRURR 

(«ft Rvft rgrr, wnRrsffw, mx. rr. %. PR.) 

RTR? Rf RT< R «ft RTORR fRf Rfhfhf? RR. I 
fRRSTt 0 \ RfT Jr sff TTR^ fRf RFTRt RpcT. RRo | 

q'RTR 

fRTTR 10-1 1-2 000 
rtrrIr rr rtrk ?m rFr rFjtjrrt rgr 

t(tT—2 9012/89/99 (Rif RP") (RR) fRTTR 
26-1 1-19 99 % RftR fRFR RRR 'RiR fR°TRR SR 

fR RTiRffaRTR RT RfOR fRRr RRf | :— 

THE SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of M/s Golcha 
Minerals Pvt. Ltd., Bhilwara in not giving the 
gredes Rs. 750-25-1000-30-35-J475 to Shri Kalu S/o 
Shri Bhaguta even after promoting the workman 
as Dumper Operator w.e.f. 1-11-96 is legal and 
justified ? If not, to what relief the concerned 
workman is entitled ?’’ 

5TRR TrFR RT TNRITH RT RTfpT fCR’ RRT I RTta 
STTRf RR RfRfRfj RTTTRR Fr| % Rqrf«TR I fRTSTf 
RrrfhFR RR. I STT?ff R RR RTRRT RR SR$T RT 
RRTR R fRRRt % RRfftRT ?T RTR RTRR R RTR fRRT I 
R RTTRT fRRT fR ?/R RRTR R Rtf fRRTT fiff TfT 
RT7IR RT RRTT RTTt RUTTRT RTR I 

=ffR VJ'4\ RT fRRifr R fR WtR if Rtf fRRTC 
Riff T/T ff RR: TR TRTR if Rif fRRTR R|f TfT 
RTRR RT RRTT Riff fRUT R'TRT | I RRTT RfR TRTR- 
RTR RTRRtR RKR BTRTT, NR RRTRR, fRRTf Rtf' RRf 
RTR I 

RWJ7 t’RTR, tRlRiRTR, NWffTR RfTR/R 

R'f ferff, 10 RRRff, 2 001 

RT. RT. 2 63-—RtRlffiR fRRTR RPtRIRR, 

1947 ( 1947 RT 14) Rf sort 17 % RRRRR if, 
RUftR qTRTT ffffPRFr RflfRRR RTTfURR fR. % 
RRRRR % RRR fRRRRT RtT RR% RRRTU % RPR, 
RRRR Jf fnfVR RteftflR fRRTR if %RftR RTRTT 

-O 

RMpTR RfRRTR ^WRRR R RRTT RT RRTfRR 
RTRt I, XT %tfjR R7RTT Rt 5-1-2001 R> RTRT 

fRT RT I 

[R..RR-300J 1 / 62 / 99 —Rrf mx (rr)] 
Rf. RR. 'ffRR, ROC Rf-TR 


S.O. 263.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Ernakulam 
as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Ltd. and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Gov¬ 
ernment on 5-1-2001. 

[No. L-30011 /62/99-IR (M)] 
B. M, DAVID, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT LABOUR 
COURT, ERNAKULAM 

(TN THE LABOUR COURT, ERNAKULAM) 

(Wednesday, Che 22nd day of November, 2000) 

PRESENT : 

Sri. D. Mohanarajan, B.Sc., LL.B., Presiding 
Officer. 

Industrial Dispute No. 6/2000 (Central) 
BETWEEN 

The Installation Manager, 

M/s. Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Ltd., 
Cochin-682014, 

Ernakulam Tel Tata Road, Ernakulam. 

AND 

The workman represented by the General Secre¬ 
tary, Petroleum, Workers Association, 

Smafha Law Chambers, 

Power House Extension Road, 

Cochin. 

AWARD 

The Government of India as per order No. 
L-3001 l/62/99/IR(M) dated 29-2-2000 referred 
the following industrial dispute to this court for ad¬ 
judication : 

“Whether the action of the management of 
Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Ltd. in 
denying the payment of ad-hoc adjustable 
advance for 9 months period covering 
1-10-98 to 30-6-99 to the workers of 
Ernakulam and Cochin Terminal who fail¬ 
ed to record the attendance through Elec¬ 
tronic Attendance Recording System is fair 
and justified ? If not, to what relief the 
employees are entitled ?” 

2. Though notice was duly served, the union did 
not turn up and proceed with the dispute. The man¬ 
agement? appeared in person and submitted that the 
dispute has been settled amicably out of court. In 
the above circumstances, this court is pleased to tihink 
that there is no subsisting industrial dispute between 
the parties to be resolved. 
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In the result, the reference is answered holding 
that there is no subsisting industrial 1 dispute between 
the parties to be adjudicated upon. 

Emakulam, 

22 - 11 - 2000 . 

D. MOHANARAJAN, Presiding Officer 
0$ 1 0 WOWTT, 2 0 01 

ot, to. 264-—wWifow fwwrc wfoftwo 

19 47 ( 19 47 40 14) 4ft WTO 17 % WOOL? if, 

OR 10 OTOR OTt. <1. 'ft. fa. % WOOITOW. % 

ooo fooiwf wr oo% ooort % or?, wwwo ft 
Pofror wtoftfro Poor ft oosft? otor wrarFoo 

WpOOT?, of fOT^fr % 'TOR 40 WTtfao ORtft of 

fr^)o wlotk 4 ft 5 - 1-2001 qft too $[wr wr i 

[ft. UR— 30012 /5/99—tot tot (rnr)j 
ftr. pw. fp?s, wot; ofao 

New Delhi, the 10th January, 2001 1 

S.O. 264.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, New Delhi 
as shown in the Anncxure in the Industrial Dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management 
of I.B.P. Co, Ltd. and their workman, which was re¬ 
ceived by the Central Government on 5-1-2001. 

[No. I.-30012/5/99-IR(M)] 

B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 
ttoro 

oro “ft faro tr? sffoRow: ftrsfaro wfarfar:— 
fasftw dowr fatftffa wffapor : of Fofar 

Wft. Fw. ft. 162/99 

*fl AT?, 

erm Fofar ww^ fttRo, 

74, WTTW 

of fafat 

WOTW 

wf. ft. ft. 4ROOT fafftfa, 

. skt sR^Kr?-, 

Ffamo wtFto, 

far-8, ftfwfr ftfaw, 

0?ipT 4^0040, 

7 , ftwft fro. 

Of ffafall000;i 
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fafiwfft : RftqTR qft TO ft off I 

“ft orfar rwr wrq> 0?. oroo fwro oh 

wTo ft 1 
wFaffaitr : 

fasfiW TROR % WO ftWfriW % faffar wrrio 

ft. t(?— 30012/5/9 9 /frtf wo (it?) fftotfro 
28-5-99 grot w^ foot? wofar aror io(i)(w) o 
2(0;) % woof? PtHfi-ifad fowryrwrc tot % 

ffaiwo I5 foofao frwr wwr $ i 

“Whether the action of the Chief Manager, IBPL Co. 
Ltd. Regional Office, SCOPE Complex, New Delhi, 
in stopping from duty w.e.f. 4-6-98 Shri Nand 
Lnl, Security Guard engaged through contract for 
watch and ward of their office building situated at 
i5, Hansalay Building, New Delhi, instead of regu¬ 
larising his service and not paying him the wages 
as por their regular employee is justified and legftl 7 
If not, to what relief and benefits the workman Is 
entitled ?”. 

2 . Of? % 'two OPT % OROTcr WTO? Profffar 

22-1 1-99 £RT W*W TO fa ftfffa WTO TO TR§0 

wfaf ?fr of 1 orfoTL frftt wr Pofa «r oqfrwo 
far wrwr i srowsra qft wr ft orr% wfftrro offtfftfa 
owfrwo gp 1 tfaooT fa tfa fftpwoT oo offer ft 
faffro tt? jitt vfa mo q^ ef;wr Rofarw off 
fWT WR 0 iff OWfa' WR ft fas) wfawrOO POOL? 
fa TO30 frwr oor % ft wfao wror t fr ^ootr 
mr 0T0 if #0?f t I wo: OTO if qrhWR % 
wrTO ftotfro 12-12-2000 snr ti^refto 
orthoTff qh oi 1 

3. ^fr mofifR qh wro <r ?rf wflnr.oo Pool? 
ot? h ir^o o^f foor oor wo: oro ir fror qhf 
fooK wPjFo^w qrfVo fowi or or | 1 

onnw or? -'droTToo, r frorrfTo wffiorfr 
fofifqr 19-12-2000 

of fe?fr, is oooft, 2001 

or. wt. 265-— WTWTffio Poor? wflrfowo 

1947 ( 19 47 WT l l) Oh WIRT 17 % ?WJOL? t, 
%RftO OWTL off. tTO. ^ff, fr,, %ORT W OR-JOO 
% WWW foTT^TT'f wfr 00% OOTOTR'f % OfO, W^OW W 
fof%R WNrrfw foor? if ww Twrorow wowororo % 
TOTS 00 OOlfOO ORfr aft %0f‘0 ORFR ot 
12 - 1-2001 oft OTO |WT WT I 

[ri. 00-30012/24/92—WT^ WR (fofow)] 

o;w. tfas, woo ?p?? 

New Delhi, the 15th January, 2001 

S.O. 265.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Alrmedabad 
as shown In the Annexme in the Industrial Dispute 
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between the employers in relation to the management 
of ONGC, Mehsana and their workman, which was 
received by the Central Government on 12-1-2001. 

[No. L-30012/24/92-IRfMisc.)] 

B. M. DAVID, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURL 

BEFORE SHRIB, I. KAZt, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL), 
AHMEDABAD 

Reference (ITC) No. 16/93 
ADJUDICATION 
BETWEEN 

1. The Regional Director, ONGC, 

Western Region. 

Makarpura Road, 

Baroda-9. 

2. The Group General Manager (Project's). 

Oil & Natural Gas Commission. 

Mehsana Project, 

New Adm. Building, 

Palvasna, Mehsana-384 002, . , .First party. 

Vs. 

The workmen employed under it. . . .Second 

party. 

Iii the matter of refusal of the claim of Shri G. K. 
Fanchal for the promotional posf of Jr. (P) on selec¬ 
tion from the departmental candidates etc. 

APPEARANCES: 

Sfaii K. V. Cradhia, Advocate—for the first party . 

Shri A. S, Kapoor, representatives for the 
second party, 

AWARD 

Th© Government of India, Ministry of Labour has 
referred this industrial dispute by the Order No. 
L-30012/24/92-IR(Misc.) dated 1-9-1993 between 
the above-mentioned parties for fhe adjudication 
under Section 10(l)(d) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 to this Tribunal. The terms of reference 
as per the schedule is as under: 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of Management of ONGC 
through Regional Director, Barcda and 
General Manager (Project), Mehsana refus¬ 
ing the claim of Sli. G. K. Panchal for the 
selection to the promotional post of JE(P) 
from the departmental candidaes by not inti¬ 
mating the interview date is justified, legal 
and proper ? If not, to what relief fhe work¬ 
man is entitled and from what date and 
what directions arc necessary in the matter.” 

2. Notice has been issued to the second party to 
file the statement of claim., The second party has sub¬ 
mitted that the statement of claim as per Ex. 2. The 
brief facts of the. statement of claim are that Shri 
G. K. Panchal, member of the second party Union 


joined the service of the first party on 2-5-1981 as 
Asstt. Technician (Production)' at Mehsana. He was 
possessing ( the technical qualification of diploma in 
Mechanical Engg.—a higher qualification. As per the 
rules, 1980, the Asstt. Technician (Production) is 
promoted to the post of Jr. Technician (Production) 
with six years experience in line, then after to the 
post of chargeman (Production) with six years ex¬ 
perience in the line and then after Asstt. Engineer 
(Production) with six years experience in the line and 
Jr, Engineers are elevated to tire post of Asstt. Engi¬ 
neer (Production) with 4 years service in the line. 
The promotion is time-bound and as such take place 
on 1st January every year and the rules are in ope¬ 
ration. The concerned workman lias worked for more 
than 6 years. On 31-12-87 he was promoted to the 
post of Jr. Technician (Production) w.e.f. 1-1-1988 
as per the agreement with the Union. The departmen¬ 
tal . candidates fulfilling the requisite qualifications 
will be given first consideration'in direct recruitment. 
The departmental candidates arc offered appointment 
before any outsider and they will be rated liigher in 
the respective seniority list. He has worked from 
22^8-88 (to 12-12-88 on the post of Jr. Engineer 
(Production). The commission invited applications 
from the departmental candidates for the post of Jr. 
Engineer (Production) and the concerned workman 
applied and was subsequently selected for fhe post 
and joined at Hajira project of ONGC on 23-8-88. 
But he sought his transfer to Mehsana Project and 
joined his original post of Jr. Technician (Produc¬ 
tion) on 13-12-88. He was assigned the dufies of 
shift in-charge of oil well installation and namely 
they are either Asstt. Engineer (Production) or Jr. 
Engineer (Production). The first party No. 1 issued a 
circular No, 10(1)/91-RECTT. dt. April 12, 1991 in¬ 
viting applications from the departmental candidates 
for the post of Jr. Engineer (Production). The work¬ 
man involved in the present reference applied for 
the same since he was possessing fhe requisite quali¬ 
fication, for the post and having vast experience in 
the line vide application dated 3-5-91. The workman 
submitted an advance copy of first party No. 1 
as well as an application to first party No. 1 through 
party No. 2, The first party No. 2 forwarded the 
application of the workman with recommendations to 
first party No. 1 vide their letter No, MHN/Estt./ 
OBG/HP/90/298 dated 27-5-1991 and he was 
eagerly waiting for interview, but did not receive any 
intimation from any quarters. The workman on 
29-6-91 came to know that the interview for the post 
of Jr, Engineer (Production) has already over and 
if was conducted bv the Commission at ONGC, Baroda 
on 19-6-91 and 20-6-91. He also came to know that 
all bis juniors were new entrants in the service of 
the Commission had joined on the post of Asstt. 
Tech. (Production) in the year 1989 and later 90s 
and fhey have not even completed probation period 
of one year duration and thev have been interviewed 
and are likely to be appointed to the post of Jr. Engi¬ 
neer (Production). The concerned workman on 
29-6-91 made a written representation to fhe Com¬ 
mission. Thus the first party No. 1 was sent an 
advance cony and ario m°de a representation 
through the first partV No. 2 . which contains all the 
vital information with regard to the interview and 
submitted that his juniors have been called for the 
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same interview. He also submitted that he may also 
be afforded an apportimity to give the interview and 
called for the same. In addition the second party 
Union also made a written representation to the 
Commission that is the first party No. 1 in person at 
Baroda on 30-6-91. 'lire workman applied for the post 
of Jr. Engineer (Production! and advance copy to Hite 
first party No. 1 was also sent. The first party No. 2 
also forwarded tlhe application of the workman with 
recommendations to first party No. 1 vide their letter 
dated 27-5-91. The workman did not receive any inti¬ 
mation for interview. However, on 29-6-91, he came 
to know that the post ol Jr. Engineer (Production) 
has already conducted by the Commission at Baroda 
on 19-6-91 and 20-6-91 and also understood that 
all his juniors who were though not completed pro¬ 
bation period have been interviewed are likely to be 
appointed to the post of Jr. Engineer (Production). 
Then immediately on 29-6-91, h e made a written 
representation to the Commission. The Union also re¬ 
presented the same and requested for the review of 
the decision and consideration of workman for the 
post of Jr. Engineer (Production). Before concilia¬ 
tion, the first party No. 2 submitted that the concern¬ 
ed workman could not be informed with regard to 
interview since the telex message dated 6-6-91 did 
not contain the names of the workman. However, at 
Serial No. 39, the name of concerned workman was 
there and Serial No. 40 Shri J. V Patel’s name was 
there and he reported for the interview and has been 
selected and appointed to the post of Jr. Engineer 
(Production). The first party No 2 though having 
sufficient time did not inform the concerned work¬ 
man whose name was appearing at Sr, No, 39 for the 
interview. Though the first, part/ No. 1 & 2 have well- 
knit communication system like telephone, wireless, 
fax etc. Thus, though qualified there was no reason 
for his non-selection to the post looking to his ex¬ 
perience and if he had beer afforded opportunity to 
attend the said interview, it was sure that he would 
bo selected for that post. Thus, the said action of 
the Commission of not calling the workman for the 
interview is an illegal action and it has caused ir- 
repairable loss to the workman and also caused dis¬ 
contentment since his juniors who joined service in 
the year 1989 and late 1990 were holding the post 
of Asstt. Technician (Production) nromoted to the 
post of Asstt, Engineer (Production) w.e.f. 1-1-1996 
and the workman will be stagnating on the post of 
Chargeman (Production). Thus it is prayed that the 
Hon’ble Tribunal mav k’ndly hold and declare that 
the action of the Commission in not intimating lb’ 
date, of interview to the workman is unjustified, ille¬ 
gal, improper and mala fide and may pass award bv 
ordering appointment of workman to the post of 
Jr. Engineer (Production) w.e.f, 17-7-1991 i.e. date 
when his juniors with only one year service in the 
Commission occupied that position and pass an award 
by paying all consequential benefits alongwbh 12 per 
cent compound interest and cost. 

3. The notice was issued to the first party to file 
Written statement, Bv Ex. 3, the first party has filed 
written statement. The brief facts of the written state, 
merit are that the reference is not maintainable and 
the Hon’hfi; Tribunal has no jurisdiction and the (re¬ 
ference is incompetent and bad in law. The promo¬ 


tion is managerial function and no workman had 
legal right to claim the promotion and the Hon’ble 
Tribunal has no jurisdiction to grant such claim. 
The Commission, has not admitted various statements 
and contentions made in the statement of claim. With 
reference to para 1 to 7 of statement of claim and 
averments and contentions made in these paras are 
not true and hence denied and it should be proved 
by the Union. With reference to paras 8 to 10 of the 
statement of claim, it is true that the concerned 
workman Shri G. K. Panchal is possessing the requi¬ 
site qualification and also selected and posted at 
Hijira Project as Jr. Engineer (Production) and as 
per his request he was transferred to Mehsana and 
joined original post of Jr, Technician (Production) 
and it is denied that he was assigned duties that of 
shift in-charge and regularly performing the same 
duties. It is true that Commission has invited appli¬ 
cation for the post of Jr. Engineer (Production), The 
workman has also applied for the post and it was 
forwarded to Baroda. With reference to paras 11 to 
15 of the statement of claim, it is submitted that 
interview for the post of Jr. Engineer (Production) 1 
was conducted on 19-6-41 and 20-6-91, but it is not 
true that juniors of he concerned workman are likely 
to be appointed to the post of Jr.- Engineer (Produc¬ 
tion). Tt is true that from telex messege name appear¬ 
ing at Sr. No. 34 to 47 Were only meant for Mehsana 
Project and that names were passed through telex 
to Mehsana Project. Serial No, 39 to 40 were missing 
and no action has been taken by Mehsana Office 
for the recruitment section under the impression that 
if was a matter of wrong numbering and it is denied 
that the first party was having sufficient time to in¬ 
form Shri Panchal, whose name is appearing at Sir. 
No. 39 at the telex message. It is true lhat Shri G. K. 
Panchal has made representation. In pursuant to that 
MeJjsana Office has sent a telex to GOM (P&A) 
Baroda, Meanwhile local recruitment Section was in¬ 
formed about the same and who has in turn check 
up the post confirmation copy of the said telex mes¬ 
sage of all candidates who have been, called for in 
lhe interview. The name of Shri Panchal was appear¬ 
ing at Sr, No. 39 and the copy was received by the 
recruitment Section on 26-6-91 and by the time the 
interview was over, GM (P&A), ONGC, Baroda in¬ 
formed that bis case will be considered against the 
vacant post of JE(M) or JE(C&M) for which he has 
already been applied, as there was no vacant post in 
case of Jr. Engineer (Production) at that time. Tt is 
denied that the action of the .Commission is malafide 
for not calling him for interview for the post of Jr. 
Engineer (Production) and that action has caused to 
him irrepairable loss as alleged. If is also submitted 
that there is no industrial dismffe exists between the 
second party workman and the first party. Mere not 1 
calling for interview does not mean he would succeed 
in tine interview. Therefore he. cannot Haim that he 
should be promoted to the post of Jr. Engineer (Pro¬ 
duction) w.e.f. 17-7-1991 and be is not entitled to 
eet anv mlief as prayed bv him. Thus it is prayed 
that reference is deserved to be rejected with cost. 

4. By Ex. 9, the second party has submitted list of 
document's. Marl 9/1 is the xerox copy of DO T Piter 
No. hllTNDPG'EsrJGKP'.TTPtol dated 23-12-91. 
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ISiflrk 9/2 is the copy of DO letter No. 11(2)/91- 
Rcctt dated 6-1-92. Mark 9/3 is the copy of office 
ctrder No. 23-l-1998-Estt./120 dated 3/6-12-88. 
Mark 9/4 is the copy of letter dated 4-3-82 from 
first party No. 2 to the conciliation officer, Mark 9|5 
is the ocpy of office order dated 11-7-91 issued by 
t|ie first party No. 2 appointing AT(P)’s and AT(F) 
to the post of Jr. Engineer (P). As there was no 
objection for the production of document and exhi¬ 
bition mark 9/1 to 9/5 are exhibited as Ex, 10 and 
Ex, 14 accordingly. 

4(a) By Ex. 17, the second party has submitted 
fuifher list of documents 17/1 is the copy of office 
Order No. WR/PROM-BOOSG/97/daled 20-3-97. 

5. By Ex. 5, application ha - . xn given by the 
second party for the production of certain documents 
from the first party. The Hon’ble Tribunal has passed 
the orders as per Ex, 15 on 20-8-97. 

6. Hie first* party lias produced a list of documents 
by Ex. 8. Mark 8/1 is the! copy of office order dated 
25-4-80. Mark 8/2 is the copy of office order dated 
2p-l-1981. Mark 8/3 is the copy of office order 
dated 6-11-1987. Mark 8/4 is the list of departmen¬ 
tal candidates for intefyiew for die post of Jr. Engi¬ 
neer (P) dated 19/20-6-81, mark 8/5 Is the copy 
of telex message. 8/6 is the despatch register of 
5-6-91. 8/7 Is the copy of page No. 88 of peon book, 
8/8 is the copy of representation made by second 
party on 29-6-99. 8/9 is the copy of telex message. 
8/10 is the copy of letter written by QNGC Union 
dated 30-6-91. Mark Ex. 11 is the copy of felegram 
dated 11-7-91. Mark 8/12 is the office order dated 
15-7-88. This document was produced by the first 

'party as per the demand of the second party. Hence 
if was allowed, to produce. By Ex. 18, the second 
party has submitted the details regarding Item No. 13 
as per the order of the Tribunal. 

7. By Ex. 20, the concerned workman has examin¬ 
ed himself and by Ex. 21, Shri Rameshbhai R, Patel 
was examined as a witness to flic second party. By 
fix. 22, the second party has closed their evidence, 
By Ex. 23, the first parly has closed their evidence. 

8. Looking to the terms of reference and looking 
tp the evidence, oral as well as documentary, follow¬ 
ing issues arc to be decided for my consideration : 

(a) Whether the action of the management of 

ONGC through Regional Director and 
General Manager, Project, Mehsana refus¬ 
ing the claim of Shri G. K. Panchal for 
the selection to the permotional post of 
JE(P) from the departmental candidates by 
not intimating the interview date is justi¬ 
fied, legal and proper ? 

(b) If the action erf the first party No. 1 & 2 are 
not justified, legal and proper, what relief 
are entitled by the concerned workman? 

(c) What direction should be given to the first 

party 1 & 2 regarding the relief ? 

(d) What final order ? 

My answer to the above issues are as under, as 
npr the reasons -given below: 

W GI/2001—10 


(a) No 

(b) The workman is entitled to promotion fojj 

the post of Jr. Engineer (Pioduction) from 
17-7-91 i.e. the date his juniors were occu¬ 
pied that post. 

(c) A direction be given to the first party No. 

1 and 2 that the concerned workman Shri 
G. K. Panchal should be given deemed 
promotion from 17-7-1991 and give him 
all consequential benefit from that date. 

(d) As per final order of the Award. 

REASONS r 

9. If we peruse the documents produced by the 
first party as per Ex. 8. it is very clear look into the 
documents of the list cf departmental candidates for 
interview for the post of Jr. Engineer (Production) 
dated 19|20-6-1991, the name of the concerned 
workman Shri G. K. Panchal is at Sr. No. 39 and 
ii was the duty of the first party to give him an inter¬ 
view calk However, the first party No, 1 and 2 
has committed a mistake and he was not informed of 
such interview though he was qualified for that inter¬ 
view, Thus proper opportunity was not given to 
the concerned workman for the appearance In the 
interview. Thus the concerned workman had at the 
earliest approached the authority to consider his 
name on 29-6-1991. It is also clear that the con¬ 
cerned workman’s application was forwarded and it 
was received by tjie first party No. 2 to the first 
party No. 1 and Dy, General Manager (P & A) 
ONGC, Baroda has also gathered the information 
from ONGC, Mehsana, whether the concerned 
workman . was informed or not, vide docu¬ 
ment as pci Ex, 815. Not only that the Union has 
also written regarding this incldenl on 30-6-1991 as 
per Ex. 10. Earlier Shri Panchal has been given the 
post of Jr. Engineer (Production) as per the order 
of the office of the General Manager. Hajira, Surat 
by their order No. OPS(HHR) 120112|88 dt. 6-1-93 
and he has worked in that post 
from 22-8-1988 to 12-12-1988, but on account of 
extreme compassionate ground he sought his transfer 
to Mehsans Project of ONGC and joined to his 
original post of Jr. Technician (Production) at Meh¬ 
sana on 13-12-1988. Thus there js no doubt that 
the concerned workman is qualified and has also 
previously selected and worked as Jr. _. Engineer 
(Production). Hence there weie every chance of 
success in the interview if he was called for. Thus 
the action of the first party No. 2 by not informing 
the concerned workman for interview was unjust, 
illegal and improncr and in violation of Article 14 
and 16 of the Constitution. Looking to these facts 
It is clear that though h ; s name appeared at- Sr. No. 
39 iu the interview list lie was not called bv ONGC, 
Baroda for the post of Jr. Engineer (Production) 
because the firs* patty No. 2 has not intimated the 
interview date to the concerned workman. 

10. However, the concerned workman has sub¬ 
mitted that on account of malafide action of the first 
party No. 2, he was not informed with regard to 
interview for the oost of Jr. Engineer (Production) 
held at. ONGC, Baroda on 19-6-91 and 20-6-1991, 
but looking to the evidence it is clear that it was 
not a malafide intention on the part of the first No. 
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1 blit it was a great mistake committed by the first 
party No. 2, which has caused the concerned work¬ 
man irreparable loss in the matter of status and sub¬ 
sequent promotion. Not only that the action of the first 
party No. 2 has also caused discontentment since his 
juniors who joined the service of the Commission in 
the year 1989 were holding the post of Asstt. Tech¬ 
nician (Production)—a lower post than that of Jr. 
Teclrvcian (Production) were promoted to the post 
of Asstt. Engineer (Production) with effect from 
1-1-1996. Thus the concerned workman will be 
stagnating at the post of chargeman (production). 
Thus looking to this fact also it is necessary to give 
apprQpriate relief. The concerned workman by 
puffing him on the post of Jr. Engineer (Production) 
with effect freon the date when his junior Shrl J. V. 
Patel at Sr. No. 40 was promoted to the post of Jr. 
Engineer (Production). Thus it is necessary that 
the concerned workman should he considered as pro¬ 
moted In the post of Jr. Engineer (Production) from 
the date when his junior Shri J. V. Patel was pro¬ 
moted and the concerned workman should be award¬ 
ed all the benefits attached to the post of Jr. En¬ 
gineer (Production) i.e. not later then 17-7-1991. 

11. In the written statement the first party has 
admitted that the General Manager (P & A), Baroda 
has promised that the case of Shri G. K. Panchal will 
be considered against the post of JE(M) or 
JE(C & M) as there is no vacant post exist in the 
case of JE(P) at present. The concerned workman 
has no fault on his part and it was the fault of the 
first party and the concerned workman should not 
suffer for the mistake on the part of the first party 
and equity lies in favour of the concerned workman. 
Thus it is necessary to rectify the mistake committed 
by the first natty. However, it is necessary to recti¬ 
fy the mistake as it has caused irreparable loss to the 
concerned workman. Thus it is necessary that the 
concerned workman should be deemed as promoted 
to the oost of JE(P) because the intimation was not 
aiven bv the first natty to him. Looking to the 
above proposition I hereby pass the following order. 

ORDER 

The reference is allowed. The first party No. 1 
"nd first natty No. 2 are hereby directed that the 
concerned workman Shr G. K. Panchal should be 
given dremed promotion from the date when Shri 
J. V. Patel, his junior was promoted to the post of 
J r . Eng'neer (Production) and he should be given 
nil consequent^ benefits attached to that post from 
that date. The first party should implement this 
'w-rd- wUh’n 60 days from the date of publication 
of the Award. 

The firtt Dartv No, 1 and 2 are also hereby direct¬ 
ed to pay Rs 1.000 to the concerned workman to¬ 
wards cost of this reference. 

Ahwcdabad, 

IStfj March, 2000. 

B. I, KAZI, Presiding Officer 


tvf 15 2001 
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[ff. ^-40012/48/2000-tttf .tOT. (tft.’J. )] 
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New Delhi, the 15th lonuary, 2001 

S.O. 266-—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act ( 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Gocmment In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal/Labour Court, Chennai as shown in the 
Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Department of Post and 
their workman, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on 15-1-2001. 

[No. L-40012/48/2000-IR(DU)] 
KULDIP RAI.VERMA, Deak Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, CHENNAI 

Thursday, the 21it December, 2000 

PRESENT: 

K. Karthikeyan, Presiding Officer. 

Industrial Dispute No. 31/2000 

[In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under Section 
10(lKd) and Sub-section 2(A) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 between the Workman nnd the Management of the 
Superintendent of Post Offices, Karaikudi Division.l 

BETWEEN 

Shri C. Chokanathan. Claimant/! Party. 

AND 

The Superintendent of Pott Office*. 

Karaikudi Division. Management/II Party. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Workman : M/s. S. lothivani, G. Jothi, R. Bala- 
gunuamy. Advocates. 

For the Management: Shri M. Venkateswaran, Addl. 
Central Government Standing Counsel. 

REFERENCE: 

No: L-40012/48/2000/TR(DU) dated 07-07-2000. Gov¬ 
ernment of India, Ministry of Labour, New Delhi. 

Tbi* dispute on coming up before me for final bearing on 
24-11-2000, upon perusing the reference, claim statement, 
counter rtatement and other material papers on record, the 
documentary evdcnce let in on cither side and upon hearing 
the argumens of the counsel for the workman, Shri R, Bala- 
gurusamv and Shri M. Venkateswaran, Addl. Central Govern¬ 
ment Standing Counsel for the Management and this dispute 
baring atood over till this date for consldertjon thl* tribunal 
parsed the following; 







AWARD 

This reference by Central Government in the exercise Ci 
te powers conlerred by Ciaue (d) of Subsection (1) and 
ub-secbon 2(A) of Section 10 of Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 in respect of dispute between Shri C. Chokanathan, 
Workman and the Superintendent of Poet Offices, Karaikudi 
Division, mentioned as Schedule appended to the order of 
reference. 

The Schedule reads as follows:— 

“Whether the action of the management of Adhoc Dis¬ 
ciplinary Authority and Assistant Supdt. of Post 
Offices, Madurai City, North Sub-Division, Madurai 
in remoing Shri C, Chokanthan from services is 
justified 7 If not, to what relief the concerned work¬ 
man entitled 7” 

On receipt of this reference, this industrial dispute has been 
taken on file of this Trltmal on 27-07-2000 as Industrial Dis¬ 
pute No. 31/2000. On receipt Of the notice from this Tri¬ 
bunal, both the parties appeared with their respective counrel 
and filed their respective claim statement and counter 
statement. 

2. The averment* of the claim statement of the Workman/I 
Party are briefly as follows:— 

The first party /Workman (hereinafter mentioned as the 
Petitioner) was appointed os extra departmental delivery agent / 
mail carrier at Kandamangalamapalti BO from 1973 to 1976. 
Subsequently he was appointed as extra departmental, delivery 
agent at Singampuneri SO, Karaikudi South Sub-Division by 
the Asstt. Supdt. of Post Offices, Karaikudi Sub-Division. The 
Petitioner had rendered his services to the entire satisfaction 
of the superiors without any blemish. Disciplinary proceed¬ 
ings were initiated against the Petitioner and he was placed 
under put off duty by an order dated 11-09-1986 by the 
Sub-Postmaster, Singampuneri SO. The Petitioner was issued 
With a memo of charges dated 29-12-1986 by the Sub-Post¬ 
master, Singampuneri SO. The charge* alleged against the 
Petitioner are that, while he waa working as EDDA1, Singam- 
ptintri was entrusted the payment of MO No. 1335 dated 
18-08-1986 of Thambaram Sanitarium for R*. 100 and MO 
No. 1615 dated 25-08-1986 of R. S. Puram east for R». 500. 
Though the Petitioner returned these MP payee vouchers as 
paid on 19-08-1986 and 26-08-1986 respectively, he did not 
effected payments to the payees on the said dates. Further 
when the Petitioner was working aj EDDA1, Singampuneri 
returned the MO No. 1335 eft. 18-08-1986 of Thambaram 
Sanitorium for Rs. 100 and MO No. 1615 dt. 25-08-1986 of 
R. S. Puram east for Rs.'500 as paid on 19-08-1986 and 
26-08-1986 respectively but he did not obtain the payee* signa¬ 
ture namely S. Ayyavoo and Smt. Ranjitbam to whom the 
MO should be paid and he himself fixed payees signatures 
in those raid money orders, and that, while the Petitioner 
was working a EDDA1, Singampuneri, did not effect payment 
of money orders No. 1335 dated 18-08-1986 for Rs. 100 and 
MO No. 1615 dated 25-08-1986 for Rs. 500 of R. S. Puram 
east in the pretence of witnesses which are to be paid at 
Mallikaraipatti, Singampuneri. The Petitioner denied the 
choree* and the Sub-Postmaster, Singampuneri SO, the ap¬ 
pointing and disciplinary authority appointed an enquiry offi¬ 
cer and presenting officer by his order dated 04-02-1987. Dur¬ 
ing the prillminary enquiry the petitioner denied the charges 
on 05 06-1987. The Petitioner nominated a defence asstt. 
to assist him during the enquiry. During the enquiry on 
21-08-1987, the Petitioner called for some additional docu¬ 
ments to prove his case. During the enquiry conducted on 
24-09-1987, the two prosecution witnesses deposed against the 
prosecution. The enquiry officer refused access to the addi¬ 
tional documents, called by the Petitioner stating that the 
disciplinary authority, the Sub-Postmaster, Singampuneri re¬ 
fused to give these additional documents called for on the 
ground of administrative reasons. During the further hearing 
on 05-10-87, the enquiry officer questioned the Petitioner on 
the circumstances appearing against him. The Presenting 
Officer submitted hb brief on 22-11-1987. The enquiry offi¬ 
cer submitted hi* report on 31-12-87. The Sub-Postmaster. 
Singampuneri SO imposed the punishment of removal from 
service by his order dated 25-01-1988. Before imposing that 
punishment the disciplinary authority has not furnished' a dopy 
of enquiry report to the Petitioner and called for his expla¬ 
nation, The said act of the diaofpltnsry authority wH! ajqofftrt 


to violation of article 311(2) of the constitution of India. The 
Petitioner preferred an appeal before the Respondent. The 
Respondent instead of cancelling the order of punishment of 
removal from service passed by the disciplinary authority 
imposed the punishment of diamistal from service by hit order 
dated 30-03-1988. Aggrieved by that orders, the Petitioner 
preferred a review petition before the Director of Postal Ser¬ 
vice*, Madurai Region on 29-05-1998. The said authority 
quashed the order of dismissal from service issued by the 
appellate authority at without jurisdiction under his order dt. 
114)7-1998 and remitted the case to. the adhoc disciplinary 
authority to consider the case afresh from the stage of fina¬ 
lisation of the case by the disciplinary authority, the sub¬ 
master, Singampuneri SO after the receipt of reports from 
the enquiry officer. The Postmaster General, Madurai Region 
appointed the Asst. Supdt. of Post Offices, Madurai City. 
North Sub-Division as on adhoc disciplinary authority to deal 
the case of the Petitioner. After considering the report of the 
enquiry officer, the said adhoc disciplinary authority by his 
order dated 12-09-1988 imposed the punishment of. removal 
from service. The adhoc disciplinary authority hat not fur¬ 
nished the copv of the enquiry officer to the Petitioner to 
submit his explanation. . The Petitioner preferred an appeal 
before the Respondent dated 09-12-1998. But the Respondent 
rejected the appeal end confirmed the order of removal from 
3d vice passed by the adhoc disciplinary authrit y. That order, 
i* dated 16th December, 1988. Aggrieved by that order, 
the Petitioner preferred an application before the Honourable 
Central Administrative Tribunal, Madras in OA. No. 946/ 
1989, The Honourable Tribunal by its order dated 06-03-1991 
waa. pleased to allow the application by setting aside the order 
of the Respondent dated 16-12-1998 and remitted the matter 
back to the adhoc disciplinary authority for fresh disposal 
according tp law. Then the appellate' authority. Supdt. of Post 
Offices, Karaikudi Division by bit order dated 05-07-1991 
rejected the appeal confirming the penalty of removal from 
service imposed by the adhoc discipUnAty authority. These 
orders or the authority ore illegal, arbitrary and In violation 
of principle of natural justice. They art also ill violation bf 
article 311(2) of the Constitution of India. When the charge 
against the Petitioner that he had forged the signatures Of the 
payees in thc> MO payee voucher* and misappropriated the 
M0 amounts Rs. 100 and Rs. 500. Thp enquiry authority 
ought to have send the signatures for vertiflcAtlon to expert 
evidence. The disciplinary authority placed hi* reliance cm 
*qy unimpeachable evidence like handwriting and fingerprint 
expert* evidence. During fbo enquiry, material evidence, to 
prove the charge# has' npt been placed before the enquiry 
officer. The prosecution witnesses deppaed against the pros*- 
cution care were not crop* examined by the presenting officer. 
The charge* levelled against the Petitioner were held a* proved 
only on conjuctur® and surmises and not on any material 
evidence. A free and fair enquiry was not conducted by the 
enquiry officer. During the enquiry the petitioner called for 
some additional documents to prove his innocence hut he was 
not permitted to Jigve acces# to the documents stating that 
the disciplinary authority, the Sub-Post Master, Stagampdnari 
SO has denied the supply of documents stating administrative 
reasons. While placing a person under economic as wall as 
Civil death, the case against him hss to be proved beyond 
doubt and based on authenticated material. Imposing the 
major punftmenl of dismissal from service on the pretext bf 
preponderance of probabilities is without application of mind 
and in violation of the principles of natural justice. In view 
of the denial for having access to the additional document* 
called by the Petitioner, he ha* been hampered With to 
contest the case against him effectively, and to put forth bis 
defence effectively. The Petitioner preferred a rfeview petition 
before the Post Master General, Madurai Region and the 
same was also rejected by him, by his Order dated 19-06-1992. 
Aggrived by that orders, the Petitioner raised an Industrial 
Dispute before the Regional Labour Commissioner, Chennai 
for conciliation. Due to the failure of conciliation, the Minis¬ 
try of Labour bad made a reference of the Dispute of the 
Petitioner to this Honourable Tribunal for adjudication. Hence 
this Honourrble Tribunal may be pleased pas* an award, 
Ktting Aside the order of the removal from service end thereby 
ordering for reinstatement with all attendant service and 
monetary benefits to the Petitioner. 

3. The second party has filed the counter statement The 
averments in the counter statement are briefly as follows:— 

TfeeJI Party Management (hcreinatfer mentioned as the 
- Respondent) admit* that the Petitioner Shri C. Ch okanat han 
hw worked M the extra departmental delivery tptn at 
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Slugjiinptmeri Post Office during 19S6- He was not a regular 
employee of the department ot posts, but was an extra de¬ 
partmental agent governed by Past and Telegraphs Extra 
liepA tmeniai Agents (conduct and service) rules, iy64. The 
Pontioncr was placed under off duty by the Sub Post Master, 
Singampuhen with effect from 1 j -9-19B6 under the provi¬ 
sions of rule' 9 of P&f ED Agegats (conduct and service) 
ruics, is/o4 wnuo tie was wonting as tt-UJA, Smgainpuneri. 
Ho was a iso issued with memo of charges as siatcd m the 
claim statement. The departmental enquiry was ordered and 
conducted in accordance with the rules. An enquiry officer 
to enquire him to the oharges and the presenting officer were 
appointed on 4-2-1987. During the enquiry tne Petitioner 
was given ample opportunity to defend himself. He was also 
permuted to appoint a defence assistant to defend the charges 
levelled against him on his behalf. Accordingly, he had 
defended the case With the assistance of the detence assistance 
of his choice. The enquiry officer in his report dated 31-12-87 
had declared that all the charges mentioned in the memo of 
charges dated 29-12-1986 stood proved on preponderance and 
probabilities. The Sub Post Master, Singampuneri had order¬ 
ed the removal of the Petitioner from service. On appeal by 
the Petitioner, the said order was sot aside by the Supdt. of 
Post Offices, Karaikudi Division with the direction to for¬ 
ward the entrie case to the appropriate authority. The Supdt. 
'of Post Offices, Karaikudi Division issued a memo dated 
30-3-1988, but on , consideration of appeal from ihe Peti¬ 
tioner, the said order was set aside by the Director of Postal 
Services, Tarmlnadu Circle by his order dated 11-7-1988 with 
.the direction to remit the case to the disciplinary authoirty 
to conduct denovo proceedings from the stage of finalisation 
of the case by the appointing authority after receipt of report 
from the enquiry officer and to submit the proposal ot ap- 
po.ntmcnt ot adhoc disciplinary authority. In view of the 
action taken by the appellate authority and the Addl. PMU, 
Tamllnadu Circlo on the disputed ordors, the allegation of 
in position of two punishments stated in Para 7 of the claim 
statement is baseless apd deserves ho merit. The Asst. Supdt. 
of Post Offices, Madurai City, North Division was appointed 
as adhoc disciplinary authority. The said adhoc disciplinary 
authority in his memo dated 12-9-1988 ordered removal of 
the Petitioner from service. The said memo along with the 
copy of the enquiry report was delivered to the Petitioner. 
The Petitioner preferred an appeal and the same was rejected 
confirming the order of removal from service passed by the 
adhoc disciplinary authority. Ihe application filed by the 
Petitioner before the honourable Central Administrative Tri¬ 
bunal in OA No. 946 of 89. the honourable Tribunal was 
pleased to remit the matter back to the Supdt. of Post Offices 
the Respondent herein for fresh disposal of the appeal of 
the Petitioner. Accordingly, the Respondent considered the 
appeal of the Petitioner afresh and rejected the same stating 
that the Petitioner was proved to have committed on act of 
lack of integrity. Then the Petitioner submitted a petition to 
the Post Master General, Southern Region, Tumilnadu Circle, 
Madurai on 19-2-1992. Thtf same was rejected by the said 
authority on 9-6-1992. A disciplinary case of the Govt, ser¬ 
vant is not n criminal case and the standard of proof ra¬ 
iled in such cases Ig that a preponderance of probability, 
e Deptt. of Post is not «n industry and Its employees are 
not workmen under the provisions of the Industrial Dispute 
Act in 1947. This view has been taken by the Supreme Court 
in civil appeal No. 3385-86 of 1996 arising out of SLP(C) 
,Ni 587-88 of 1992. The Petitioner was given ample oppor¬ 
tunities during the departmental enquiries. The Petitioner was 
removed from service only after meticulously following the 
procedure* prescribed In the P&T Extra Departments (con 
duct and service) rules, 1964 as his service conditions were 
gr-ver 4 by such rules only. The Petitioner has availed all 
the opFurtunitiesIchannels for submission of appeals and peti¬ 
tions ir eluding Central Administrative Tribunal which were 
carefully considered and rejected hv the competent authority. 
In view of these facts, it is craved that this honourable Tri¬ 
bunal may be pleased to dismiss this dispute with cost, 

4. When the matter was taken op for enquiry the counsel 
on either side represent that they have ffo oral evidence to 
let in. riffe document on the side of the Petitioner and ten 
documents on the side of the Respondent were marked by 
consent as Exhibits W1 and Ml to M10 respectively. On 
closure.of the evidendee on either side, the counsel on either 
aide had advanced their arguments. 

•$. The Point for my consideration te :-rr 

“Vi bather the action of the management ofAdhoc Dis¬ 
ciplinary Authority and Assistant Supdt. of Post 


Offices, Madurai City, North Sub Division, Madurai 
in removing Shri C. Choranathan from services 
is purified? If not, (y wffat relief the concemtd 
workman cntitlod?" 

POINT: 

Tlie I'-amed counsel for tho Respondent naw put forth an 
inii.al ripument stating that ihia Tribunal may not have 
jurisdiction tc adjudicate this dispute ip view of the fact that 
me costal Deptt. cannot be considered to be an industry under 
Section 2(j) of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 and the pro¬ 
visions of Section 25(f) of that Act cannot bo invoked. For 
■h's argument the learned council loi the Respondent ha* re¬ 
lied upon me oeci.ion oi me Supreme court in Civil Appeal 
No. 3385-86 of 1996 arising out of SLP(C) No. 587-88 of 
1992 known as Tiieyyam josepsh’s case (1996) 8 SCC 489 
and the decision of the Madias High Court in Writ Petition 
No. 11099 of 1988. In both these cases, the Honourable 
S ip -t-nit. Court as well the Honourable High Court of 
Madias has held that the Postal Deptt. is not an industry as 
per the Industrial Disputes Act. He has also relied upon 
another i ic.i ment of Supreme Court reported as 1998 Sup¬ 
reme Court cases (LAS) 1535 in C'vil appeal No. 6682 of 
1997 decided on 26-9-1997 fohowi, g the decision Of the 
Supreme Coni in (1996) 8 SCC 489 Theyyam Joseph’s case, 
holding that Post Office is not an iidustry under Section 2(j) 
of In . i iriil Disputes Act, Ail litre decisions of the Sup¬ 
reme Court at well as the live Court were overruled by 
the Supreme Court by its judgment reported as AIR 1988 
Supreme Court 656. In that judgement dated 18-11-1997, the 
Hono-iable Supremo Court wis pk tired to hold that the 
decision in Theyyam Joseph (1996) 8 SCC 489 and Bom¬ 
bay Telephone Canteen Ernp’oyeei Association, AIR 1997 
SC 2317 cannot be treated as toying down the correct law. 
Under inch circumstances, the arguments advanced by the 
learned counsel of the Respondent that Postal Deptt. cannot 
be considered as an industry under Section 2(j) of the in¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, is an incorrect one, any can not bo 
accepted, 

6. It Is admitted that the Petitioner Sh. C. Cbokanathan) 
was appointed os an Extra Departmental Delivery Agent/ 
Mail Carrier at Kandamangalampatti BO and subsequently 
he was appointed as EDDA at Singampuneri Post Offlco 
during 1986. It is not disputed that the Petitioner was 
governed by Post & Telegraphs Extra Departmental Agents 
(Conduct & Service) Rules 1964, It is also admitted that on 
the initiation of disciplinary proceedings against the Peti¬ 
tioner, he was placed under put off duty by an order dt. 
11-09-86, The xerox copy of the same is Ex. Wl. For the 
misconduct of tire Petitioner, disciplinary proceedings were 
initiated by the Sub-Po'tmaster, Singampuneri and the copv 
of the memo dt. 29-12-86 with the articles of charges and 
the list of documents was issued to the Petitioner Is Ex, 
MI, Ex. M2 is the xerox copy of the Enquiry Report dt, 
31-12-87 submitted by the Enquiry Officer. In that report, 
he has given the finding that ihe charges said in the articles 
I, II and 111 stand proved on preponderance of probabilities. 
It is the contention of the Petitioner, that the disciplinary 
authority, appointed an Enquiry Officer and a Presenting 
Officer and during the preliminary enquiry, he denied the 
charges. Ho had the assistance of nominated defence assis¬ 
tance during the enquiry. The Enquiry Officer on the 
circumstances appearing against him as stated in the charges 
questioned him and he denied those charges. It is his grievance 
that a free and fair enquiry was not conducted and the 
Petitioner was not permitted to have access to the additional 
documents he called for during the enquiry to prove his 
innocence and he was denied the supply of the said docu¬ 
ments stating the administrative reasons. It is his further 
contention that on the basis of the Enquiry Report submitted 
by the Enquiry Officer, the disciplinary authority imposed a 
major punishment of removal from service without furnishing 
the .copy of the Enquiry Report and affording an opportunity 
to put forth his representation and that the disciplinary 
authority has not placed his reliance on any unimpeachable 
evidence. Further the disciplinary authority had imposed 
the mnior punishment on the pretext of preponderance of 
probability without application of mind and It fa a violation 
of the principles of natural Justice. Hence the action of 
the disciplinary authority is illegal and arbitrary. The, appeal 
and revision Were also dismissed by the mtthority without 
applying their mind. Ex. M2 is the copy of the Enquiry 
Report. The perusal of the same along with the xerox copy 
of the document pertaining to this enquiry as petitioner's 
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xerox copies of documents, under SI. No. 3 to 19 clearly 
-.•hows that the deliquent employee (i.e.) the Petitioner herein, 
was given an opportunity to defend his case in the enquiry 
and he took part m the enquiry duly assisted by a defence 
assistant and for every day's proceedings of the Enquiry 
Officer ho has subscribed his signature m all the pages of 
day to day proceedings. The perusal of these documents 
daily order sheets, deposition of the witnesses dearly shows 
that a fair and proper enquiry was conducted by the Enquiry 
Officer in the presence of the Petitioner and he has also 
cross-examined the witnesses examined on the side of the 
Department All these facts and the available evidence were 
duly considered by the Enquiry Officer and he lias given 
reasons for his findings. He has stated clearly in his Enquiry 
Repoit Ex. M2. The Enquiry Officer in his report has clearly 
stated that the documents cited as additional documents by 
the Petitioner were of letter of PWs 1 and 3 with dl. 28-07-87 
whereas the incidents of charges were related to the period 
August 1986. Hence there is no possibility of those letters 
containing any truth related to this case. Finally he has 
stated in his report that “The facts furnished 1 in the imputa¬ 
tions of charges of putting the signatures of the payees and 
those of witnesses by the charged official himself, non pay¬ 
ment of M.O, amount on the dates shown as pnid have 
all been totally admitted by the payees and the charges 
official. Only during the cnauiry all have turned and deposed 
against their own version which exposes the human sympathy 
on the charged official and the natural tolerance nnd per- 
celvcrancc of the rural mass". He has further stated that 
the chatges stand proved on preponderance of probabilities. 


Under such circumstances it can hot be held that the punish¬ 
ment imposed by the adhoc deciplinary authority and Asst 
Supdt. of Pott Offices, Madurai City, North Sub Division, 
Madurai in removing Sh. C. Cbockanathan from service is 
not proportionate to the gravity of the misconduct and ex¬ 
cessive and they have done so vindictively. So it can bo held 
that it is a justified action and hence the concerned workman 
is not entitled to any relief. Thus I answer tfie point 
accordingly. 

9. In the result an award is passed holding that this I Party/ 
Workman Sh, C. Chokanathan is not entitled to any relief, 
since the action of the Management/II Party taken against 
him in removing from service is justifiable. No cost. 

Dictated to the Typist, typed by her direct, corrected and 
pronounced by me In open court on this day the 21»t 
December, 2000. 

K. KARTH1KEYAN, Presiding Officer 
WITNESSES EXAMINED: 

On either Side : None. 

DOCUMENTS MARKED: 

FOR CLAIMANT: 

Ex. W1 11-09-86 : Xerox copy of the put-off duty order. 
FOR MANAGEMENT: 


7. The appellate authority and the authority who decided 
the revision preferred by the Petitioner have upheld the 
findings of the Enquiry Officer in his report and confirmed 
the punishment imposed by the disciplinary authority against 
the Petitioner. A perusal of the documents tiled in this case 
on either side clearly shows that there are sufficient oral 
aud documentary evidence available for the Enquiry Officer 
to come to the proper conclusion that the cnnrges imputed 
against the Petitioner are proved. It is not the contention 
of the Petitioner that the Enquiry Officer was inimical against 
him or biassed. From the available records and materials 
in this case, It Is seen that the authorities from the inception 
of the departmental enquiry to the conclusion of all the 
proceedings against the Petitioner have followed the rules 
and provision of law correctly and they never failed to 
correct the procedure when it was mistakenly followed. 
Further it Is seen that the Petitioner was given proper and 
sufficient opportunity to put forth his representation on all 
Stages and he was not deprived of his due right to explain 
[his stand on every stage of the proceedings all through. As 
ft is argued by the learned counsel for the Respondent and 
stated by the authorities that this Is not a criminal case, 
where the charges have to be proved beyond all reasonable 
doubt, and this being a departmental enquiry, preponderance 
pf probabilities are sufficient to have the charges proved. 
In this case there are enough materials available as lecords 
Bnd evidence to show that the Enquiry Officer has given 
the correct finding in his report after conducting the fulr 
and proper enquiry, following the principle of natural justice. 
So the argument of the learned counsel for the Petitioner 
that the charges levelled against the Petitioner were held as 
proved only on conjuchire nnd surmises and not on material 
evidence is incorrect and fallacious. Under such circumstances 
there is no scope for this Tribunal to interfere with the 
findings of the Enquby Officer in his report Ex. M 2 , on 
the ground that it is perverse and not supported by any 
evidence. 


Ex. Ml 29-12-86 : Xerox copy of Memo No. DA/I/CC 
as Annexure ‘B’ issued! by Sub Postmaster, 
Singampunerl. 

Ex. M2 31-12-87: Xerox copy of the Inquiry Report 
against I Party as Annexure ‘C. 

Ex- M3 14-03-88: Xerox copy of Memo No. APP/3/ 
87/88 as Annexure ‘D’ issued by Supdt. of Post 
Offices, Karaikudi Division. 

Ex. M4 11-07-88: Xerox copy of Memo No. STB/15- 
164/88/MA as Annexure ‘E’ issued by Director, 
Postal Services O/o Additional Postmaster General, 
Chennai. 

Ex. M5 03-08-88: Xerox copy of Memo No. SPB/6-3/ 
88 as Annexure ‘F’ issued by Additional Postmaster 
General, Chennai. 

Ex. M6 12-09-88: Xerox copy of Memo No. 1NQ/1/88 
as Annexure ‘G’ issued by Asst Supdt of Post 
Offices, Madurai City North Division. 

Ex. M7 16-12-88: Xerox copy of Memo No. AP/88-89 
as Annexure ‘H’ isused by Supdt. of Post Offices, 
Karaikudi Division. 

Ex. M8 06-03-91 : Xerox copy of order an Annexure T 
passed by Hon’ Central Administrative Tribunal, 
Madras Bench on OA No. 946 of 1989. 

Ex. M9 05-07-91 : Xerox copy of Memo No. APP/13/ 
9| as Annexure T Issued by Supdt. of Post Offices, 
Karaikudi Division. 

Ex. M10 19-06-92: Xerox copy of Memo No. STB/16- 
2/92/MA as Annexure ‘K’ issued by Postmaster 
General, Southern Region, Madurai. 

?ff frFgft, 15 2001 


8. It is argued by the learned counsel for the Petitioner 
that the disciplinary authority has imposed the major 
unishment of dismissal from service on the basis of the 
tidings given by the Enquiry Officer in his report on pre¬ 
ponderance of probabilities, without application of mind. A 
erusal of the order dt. 12-09-88, Ex. M6, by the adhoc 
cciplinary authority, the order dt, 16-12-88, Ex. M7, by the 
appellate authority and again by the order dt. 5-7-91, Ex, M9 
by the appellate authority afresh, as per the order of the 
Central Administrative Tribunal, Madras under Ex. M8 clearly 
show, that they after applying their mind, have arrived at 
(he proper conclusion on the ground that the Petitioner is 
proved to have committed an act of lack of integrity and 
they do not consider the Petitioner a fit person to be retained 
in Government service. They also’observed that the act of 
the Petitioner has tarnished the Image of the department. 
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New Delhi, the 15th January, 2001 

S.O, 267.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the award of the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, No.-l, Dhanbad as 
shown in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute bet¬ 
ween the employers in relation to the management of 
MJs. BCC Ltd., and their workman, which was re¬ 
ceived by the Central Government on 29-12-2000. 

[No. L-20012|56|93-IR(C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 
ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

No, Ref. 141|94|Datcd, the 21st December, 2000. 

Subject : Award passed in Reference No. 141 
of 1994 dated the 7th November, 2000— 
Employers in relation to the management of 
Kuya Colliery of M|s. BCCL and their 
workman—Ministry’s Order No. L-20012- 
(56)|93-IR(Coal-I) Dt. 30-5-94. 

CORRIGENDUM 

In the list of workmen annexed to the Award 
passed! in Reference No. 141 of 1994 dated 7-11-2000 
the names of the workman may be read as given in 
Column IV below instead of the names as given in 
Column III, as per Ministry’s Corrigendum No. L- 
20012/56/93-IR(C-I) dated 6-1-2000. 


Sr. 

Sr. No.of 

Natne as in the 

Correct Name 

No tho list 

list 


1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 

2. 

Nidliilal Manjhi 

Mihilal Manilii 

2. 

6. 

Kapura Bavarin 

Kapura Bourin 

3. 

7. 

Badri Bavarin 

Adari Bonri 

4. 

8. 

Baisakhi Bavarin 

Baisakhi Bouri 

5. 

10. 

Shoshti Bavari 

Shoshti Bouri 

6. 

11. 

Kishan Bavari 

Kishan Bouri 

7. 

12. 

Bachoni Bavari 

Aghani Bouri 

8. 

18. 

Nepal Bavari 

Nepal Bouri 

9. 

35, 

Sufal Bavari 

Sufal Bouri 

IQ. 

37. 

Anil Bavari 

Anil Bouri 

11. 

38. 

Aditya Kumarda 

Aditya Kumar Dan 

12. 

51. 

Brahmadco 

Brahmadco Bhuiya 

13. 

62. 

Kali Bavari 

Kali Bouri 


Sd/— ~ 

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer 
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New Delhi, the 15th January, 2001 

S.O. 268.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishe, the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tirbunal No. l, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of M/s. B.C.C. Ltd. and their workman, 
which was received 1 by the Central Government on 9-1-2001. 

(No. L-20012/(271) /89-IR(C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Section 10(l)(dX2A) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

Reference No. 50 of 1991 
PARTIES: i 

Employers in relation to the management of Rajhar# 
Colliery of M/». C. C- Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PRESENT : 

Shri Sarju Prasad, Presiding Officer. 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Employers: Shri B, Josbl, Advocate, 

For the Sponsoring Union No. 1 : Shri D. Mukherjee, 
Advocate. 

For the Sponsoring Union No. 2: Shri R. N, Ganguly, 
Advocate. 

For the Workmen : Shri S- Bose. 

STATE : Jharkhand. INDUSTRY : Coal. 

Dated, the 22nd December, 2000 
AWARD 

By Order No. L-20012(271)/89-IR(Coal-l) dated the 29th 
r,pril, 1991 the Central Government in the Ministry of Labour 
has, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of 
sub section (1) and cub-section (2A) of Section 10 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following dispute for 
adjudication to this Tribunal; 

"Whether the demand that Shri Jirvva Nonlain and 287 
other Casual Wagon Loaders Indicated In the Anne¬ 
xure be regularised in the service of the management 
of Rajhara Area of Central Coalfields Limited is 
justified 7 If so, to what relief are the concerned 
workmen entitled and from what date ?” 

2. The brief facts; giving rise to this industrial dispute is 
that the concerned persons as per list annexed to the reference 
order are the casual wagon loaders at Rajhara Colliery. The 
loading of coal in wagons/trucks has been prohibited to be 
done by contract labourer*. Prior to 1983 all the concerned 
rsons were working under the Contractor, Surat Pandey 
the job of wagon /truck loading right from the time when 
colliery was under the private management. This colliery 
wa* nationalised with effect from 1-5-1973 under Non-Coking 
Coal Mines (Nationalisation) Act, 1973, but the concened 
person* were not regularised under the employment of 
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M /s. C.C. Ltd, after nationalisation of the said coal mine al¬ 
though they were working under the contractor prior to nation¬ 
alisation. Subsequently, loading of coal has been declared a 
prohibited job prohibiting employment of contract labour in. 
the year 1975 under the Contract Labour (Regulation and 
Abolition) Act, 1970. Yet they were working as wagon load¬ 
er;: under a piivate contractor. There was agitation and an 
industrial dispute was raised by the trade unions before the 
A.L.C.(C), Hazaribagh and there was a settlement on 13-8-1983 
in which it was agreed that all the 311 wagon loaders for 
whose reiulmisation the dispute was raised will be taken 
on the roll of the company with effect from 1-9-1983 as casual 
wagon loaders. As per that agreement the concerned persons 
have been enrolled as casual wagon loaders. According to 
the sponsoring union although the work is of permanent 
nature and each and every concerned persons have put in' 
more than 240 days attendance in a calendar year, but they 
are being treated as casual wagon loaders and thereby they are 
not being tnovided as alt the benefits of permanent work¬ 
men of the company. They are denied many benefils which 
a permanent workman is entitled to, According to the 
sponsoring union, the concerned persons are working since 
1-9-1983 as casual wagon loaders in the roll of the company, 
but Ihev have not been regularised as permanent workmen 
in spite of the fact that the work of wagon loading is a per¬ 
manent nature of Job. 

3. The dispute was again raised for regularisntion of the 
concerned workmen as permanent workmen which ended in 
failure, but the appropriate Government was pleased to not 
refer the dispute for adjudication. Thereafter, writ-petition 
was filed by the sponsoring union and as per order of the 
Hon'ble High Court the present dispute has been referred to 
this Tribunal. 

4. The case of the management is that the concerned Work¬ 
men have been enrolled on the roll of the company as casual 
wagon loader on the basis of Tripartite Settlement between 
the management and the three trade unions. Of course in 
the first settlement the union leaders of the sponsoring union 
were present but they did not put their signatures. However, 
subsequently they have signed another settlement to the effect 
that 311 persons would be enrolled as casual wagon loaders 
and they will gel job whenever the Railways proride wagons 
for loading of coal in the wagons. Therefore, occording to 
the management the present reference Is bad and 1* not main¬ 
tainable. Their further plea is that the wagon loading job Is 
of casual nalure which depends upon supply of wagons by 
the Railway and it is so erratic in a week only two or three 
days work is there for loading of coal or sometime only three 
or four days in a week. Therefore the job is of casual 
nalure and it is not possible for the company to keep on roll 
permanent workmen for doing the job of wagon loading,' 
According to them, Rajhara Colliery is running a loss of 
eight crores per annum and therefore it is not possible for 
the company to make ell the concerned perrons permanent 
and keep an idle work force. In these circumstances the, 
management has prayed to pass an award against the spon¬ 
soring union. 

5. From the pleadings of the parties it Is apparent that it is 
admitted case of the parties that the concerned oerons are 
the casual waeon loaders doing the fob of wagon loading ami 
their names find place on the roll of the company. It is 
also admitted that the we non loading iob is a prohibited cate¬ 
gory of job in which contract labourers cannot be engaged 
since after the vear 1975. Thin, we find that the relationship; 
of employers and employees between the management and! 
thr concerned person' exists and the concerned persons must 
he H,-emed to be workmen of the mrnagement of Rajhara 
Colliery. It is a settled principle of law that if the man¬ 
agement engages anv contractor for doing prohibited category 
of iob in which engagement of contractor has been abolished 
under the Contract Labour (Regulation and Abolition) Act ,( 
1970 then such workmen shall be deemed to be workmen of 
the management and if such workmen have worked for more t 
than 240 days in a calendar voar on the surface of a mine 
then such workmen are entitled for regubuisntion as perma¬ 
nent workmen of the company. 

6. Let u» see whether the concerned persons deserve to be 
regularised as permanent workmen-, then from which date and 
what relief they are entitled to 7 


FINDINGS 

7. The management has brought on record the settlement 
dated 6-9-1995 between tbe management and the union loaders 
in which the sponsoring union was also a party. From this 
settlement it appears that on 13-8-83 there was a settlement 
for departmentalisation of 412 casual wagon loaders emp¬ 
loyed by Surat Pandey and Sons engaged in wagon loading 
at Rajhara Colliery in which it was decided to regularise 311 
persons and to refer the dispute of 101 persons to the Arbi¬ 
tration of Bindcshwari Dubcy and Chaturanand Mishra, but 
that arbitration never took place. As per the settlement out 
of 311 persons, only 283 perrons were found medically fit who 
were enrolled as casual wagon loaders and It was further 
decided that another list of 245 casual wagon loaders will be 
maintained over and above the strength of 283 casual wagon 
loaders as maintained by , the settlement of August, 1983 and 
their sei vice is to be utilised in case of necessity only. This 
agreement- Is Ext. M-2. The management has also filed an¬ 
other record notes of discussion held on 11-6-1988 between the 
management representatives and union leaders including the 
sponsoring union, Ext. M-3, by which the modalities of imple¬ 
mentation of earlier settlement was discussed. Besides this, 
the ’ management has examined two witnesses to show that 
wagon loading is of casual nature. But MW-1 S. K. Sinha. 
has admitted that prior to his posting at Rajhara Colliery he 
was posted as Asstt. Manager at Sounda Colliery where, he 
was lhcharge of loading at loding side and in that colliery 
also there was 300 to 400 permanent workmen doing the 
job of wuRon loading and truck loading. Similarly at Tapin 
North Colliery there more or less 250 workmen engaged on 
the job of coal loading in trucks. Ho has admitted that he 
cannot say if the concerned persona had worked for more 
than 240 days in a calendar year. The management has not 
produced Attendance Register to show that the concerned 
persons who are admittedly on the roll of the company as 
casual wagon loaders have not performed 240 days work in a 
calendar year. Therefore, the presumption will be that the 
management haa not produced the Attendance Register Only 
because had it produced the Attendance Register it would 
have e«tablished that the concerned workmen had worked 
for more than 240 days in a calendar year and thereby they 
are entitled for regularisatlon as permanent workmen. 


8. The sponsoring union has examined Indradeo Noonia, 
one of tbe concerned workmen, who has come to say that 
he olongwith others have performed work for more than 240 
days in a calendar year as wagon loaders. They have also 
examined Satpal Verma as YVW-1 who was President of 
Rajhara Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. The sponsoring union and 
he too have said that the concerned workmen have been 
working as contract labour right from the time of private 
owner and they have put in attendance for more than 240 
days in a calendar year.' They have also filed certain papers. 
Ext. W-l is settlement dated 13-8-1983 by which the manage¬ 
ment has agreed to take on roll of the company 311 perrons 
as casual labourers. Ext. \V-2 Is a statement prepared by 
WW-2 Satpal Verma showing the placement of rake in Raj¬ 
hara Colliery in different years and Ext. W 3 is the attendance 
of wagon loaders prepared by him. Ext. W-4 is a, letter add¬ 
ressed to A.L.C.(C), Ranchi, raising the dispute and Ext. W-5 
is the failure report. Ext. W-6 is the letter of Kamla Singh 
to the Ministry of 'Labour requesting to refer the dispute. 
Ext. W-7 is the letter of appropriate Government rel'uring 
to refer the dispute. Ext. W-H is the order of Hon’ble High 
Court passed in CWJC No. 585/9(XR) by which the writ 
petition was permitted to be withdrawn. Ext. W-9 is the 
order of the Hon’ble High Court passed fa CWJC No. 1786/ 
90(R) by which the appropriate Government has been direct¬ 
ed to refer the difpule. Ext*. W-10 3nd W-ll are the lists 
of office bearers of Rajhara Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. Thus, 
from the materials on record. I find that the concerned per¬ 
sons have been working as casual wagon loaders from 1-9-1983 
end they have put in 240 days attendance in each calendar 
year which has not been disproved by the management bv 
producing attendance register, therefore they are entitled for 
reguh.risetion as permanent workmen in piece-rated iob from 
the date of reference i.c. 29-4-1991, but considering the fact 
that Rajhara Colliery i3 running in loss they will not get 
difference of back wages. However, they shall be entitled 
for continuity of service from the aforesaid date i.e. 29-4-1991 
for the purpose of gratuity and other benefits, 

?. *n the result, I render—‘ 
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AWARD 

That all the concerned persons except those who have since 
died or have superannuated due to attaining the age of 60 
years be regularised as permanent workmen with effect from 
29-4-1991 wflboirt back wage* within 30 days from the date 
of publication of the award failing which the concerned work¬ 
men shall be entitled for claiming wages of piece-rated work¬ 
men of appropriate category from the date of award. They 
shall also he entitled for continuity of service for the purpose 
of calculation of gratuity and other benefits, 

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer 

iff is arorfl, 2001 

«pt, at. 269 .—*rWffw farm grfafaur, 
1947 ( 1947 <6T 14 ) SfTTT 17% 
ttfcf TOR jft. tft. tft. % 

% sjYw, it 

arWrfw f%m t k ue tt sfaftfaif 

wrftmw r. 1 , tmr? % <rwv5mftrcr ^fft $, 

sff Rifl'd irm 9 - 1-2001 srp^r jprr «rr 1 

[tf. l^-200l2/(377)/91-«f(f STTT (=rft-I)] 

*Fr. ORT. nrffT Rf%«r 

New Delhi, the lJth January, 2001 

S.O. 269.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Dhanbad as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of M/s. B.C.C. Ltd. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 9-1-2001. 

[No. L-20012/(377)/91-TR(C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Uuder Secy, 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE. CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(l)(d)(2A) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 28 of 1992 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of Loyabad 
Coke Plant of M/s. B.C.C. Ltd. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PRESENT: 

Shri Sarju Prasad, Presiding Officer, 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Employers: Shri B. Joshl, Advocate. 

Fo r the Workmen : Shri D. Mukherjee, Secretary. Bihar 
Colliery Knmgai Union. 

STATE : Jharkhand INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dated, the 26th December, 2000 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-20012(377V91-I.R, (Coal-T) dated the 26th 
March. 1992 the Central Government in the Ministry of 
Lnljour has. In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section (2A) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947. referred the following 
dispute for adjudication to this Tribunal: 

"Whether the demand of the Bihar Colliery K«moar 
Union for regularlsatlon of Shri Sunder Dusadh and 


26 others on the roll of Loyabad Coke Plant of 
M/s. B.C.C. Ltd. is justified ? If so, to what relief 
the workmen are entitled 7" 

2. The brief facts; giving rise to this Industrial dispute is 
that the sponsoring union i.e. Bihar Colliery Kamgar Union 
had made a demand for regularisation of Sunder Dusadh 
and 26 others on the roll of Loyabad Coko Plant of M/s. 
B.C.C. Ltd. on the ground that they have been working in 
the permanent nature of job since long under the direct control 
and supervision of the management of M/s. Loyabad Coke 
Plant, but they are being paid less wages than the wages 
prescribed under NCWA and wages are being disbursed in 
the name of an intermediary who does not control the super¬ 
vision of work of the concerned persons. As a matter of 
fact they are the workmen of the managemen, but In order 
to camouflage the matter paper arrangement has been made 
by the management to treat them labourers of an Inter¬ 
mediary. On the basis of demand made by the sponsoring 
union conciliation proceeding took place before the A.L.C. 
(C), Dhanbad, who submitted failure report, then the present 
dispute has been referred to this Tribunal to adjudicate upon 
the matter, 

3. The management has admitted that the concerned persons 
are working in the job of breeze cleaning under a contractor, 
Muslim Mian but since the. contractor Was not paying them 
proper wages there Was agitation and It was agreed upon 
by the management as well members of the sponsoring union 
that the concerned persons will form a Co-operative Society 
and the contract shall bo awarded to the said Co-operative 
Society. In pursuance to that the concerned persons formed 
a Co-operative Society, namely. Kamgar Shramik Sahayog 
Samitee Ltd. and Hiralal Pnswan, one of 'he concerned 
persons 19 the Secretary of the said Co-operative Society. 
The management of Loyabad Coke Plant manufactures hard 
coke and bye products by feeding raw coal after crushing 
into the coke ovens. After completion of manufacturing 
process, the coke is pushed from the coke ovens on to the 
surface for the purpose of quenching the same with the 
help of puraned water, In queschlng the same, coke breeze; 
produced jji the process of manufacture of coke and quenching 
of the same; Is allowed to flow along with the Water ftrtd 
settle on the small tanks constructed for that purpose, When 
the tanks get filled un then the coke breeze is cleaned 
once or twice In a week from the settling tank through 
contract workers. Thus the work Is of Intermittent nature 
and casual one. and the contractor Is betng paid at the 
rale of Rs. 30 per eft. for removal of the coke breeze from 
the settling tanks. According to the management, the work 
does not need so manv labourers, rather the contractor used 
to engage only 4 to 5 workers for cleaning a breeze from 
the settling tanks and that also not in all the davs In a 
week, rather, twice or thrice a week. Thus, all the concerned 
persons are not required to be engaged at a time, rather 
only 4 or 5 nersons are reonired to be engaged that also twice 
or thrice in a week Bnd therefore the demand of the spon¬ 
soring union for regularlsatlon of all the 27 nersons is 
not bistifi»d because the management does not require such 
a large number of work {ore*. According to them in order 
to benefit all the members of the Co-operative Society the 
Co-Oneratlve Society used to engage 4' Or 5 perrons hv rn'ntton 
whenever necessary for cleaning breeze from settling tanks 
was there. Thus, this work is not of a permanent nature 
and all the concerned persons are not required to be engaged 
at a time. According to the management they have worked 
a very short period of time In a calendar year and therefore 
the management does not require engagement of all the 
concerned nersons. Accordingly, the demand of the union 
is not iustified. However, the sponsoring union has submitted 
that all the concerned persons have wroked for more than 
240 days in a calendar year and in order to prove this 
fact thev have filed a petition calling for the Attendance 
Register from the management which the management did 
not flic. 

4. Thn e , from the pleadings of the parties It Is admitted 
that all the concerned persons are working und*r a Co¬ 
operative Society in the job of breeze cleaning which record¬ 
ing to tiie management is of casual nature but according 
to the sponsoring irnion the [ob is of permanent nature. 
Although the sponsoring union have asserted that the con¬ 
cerned persona are directly being controlled and supervised 
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by the management of Loyabad Coke Plant, but the manage¬ 
ment has asserted that they are the contractor’s workers. 
Keeping in view the pleadings of the parties the point for 
decision is :— 

(i) Whether tho concerned persons are really a 

Contractor's workers or the management has tried 
to camouflage the issue by branding them os 
contractor’s workers ? 

(ii) Whether the job which the concerned persons are 

performing, is of a permanent nature and their 
attendance was more than 240 days in a calendar 
year ? 

FINDINGS 

5. Point No. (i) The management in order to show that 
they are contractor’s workmen has filed two work orders. 
Ext. M-2 and M-2/1 to show that a work order was issued 
in the name of Muslim Mia for cleaning settling tanks nrid 
throwing excavated breeze at a reasonable distance. This 
order is dated 28-3-86. The second work order is dated 
20-9 89. This was also for cleaning of breeze of settling of 
Loyabad Coke Plant on contract basis to M/s. Kamgnr 
shramik Sahyog Committee Ltd. They have also filed one 
ioint application filed on behalf of Janardan Ram and 10 
31 hers stating that they are not being paid by the Contractor, 
Muslim Mia, therefore they may be paid wages in the counter 
af tho office of Loyabad Coke Plant, (Ext. M-3). Ext, M-4 
s the settlement between the management and union repre- 
jentatives by which the contract was agreed to he awarded 
io the Co-operative workers. Ext. M-5 Is the letter of Co¬ 
operative Society showing the election of office bearers and 
its resolution taken by the Samittee. Ext. M-6 series are the 
membership receipts of the concerned persons showing that 
they are the membra of the Society and Ext. M-l is the 
wage-sheet showing that the concerned persons are being 
paid as CO-operative workers. The management’s witness 
MW-1—S. N. Ghosh--has said that the concerned persons 
are the Co-operative workers whereas WW-1—Hiralnl 
Paswan—has said that on the suggestion of the management 
they have formed Co-operative Society and actually he Is 
one of the workers who works under the control and super¬ 
vision of the management. The management has not filed any 
registration certificate to show that the management has 
got its establishment registered for engagement of contractor 
ns required under Contract Labour (Regulation A Abolition) 
Act. They have also not filed any document to show that 
actually the alleged Co-onerative Society is a licencee under 
Contract Labour (Regulation & Abolition) Act. Thus T find 
that neither the establishment of the management is registered 
for engagement of contract labour nor the so-called contractor, 
i.e., Kamgar Shramlk Sahayoe Sejfnittee Ltd. is a licencee 
under the Contract Labour (Regulation & Abolition) Act. 
1970. therefore, in view of the settled principle of law by 
the HonTiIe Supreme Court, It must be said that the concerned 
persons are the workmen of the management and the 
arrangement made bv tho management is nothing but to 
camouflage the real issue, On lifting the veil it is crystal 
clear that the concerned persons are working under the 
direct control and supervision of the management and so 
called Secretary of the Co-operative Society Is also a work¬ 
man who works with other persons under the direct control 
and supervision of the management. Therefore, I find that 
the concerned persons are the workmen of the management. 
Accordingly this point is decided, 

6. Point No. (ii).—W„W,1—Hi rakri Paswan who 
is one of the concerned workman has come to 
say that the work which they perform is of perma¬ 
nent nature, they do their duty daily for 8 hours and 
besides the cleaning of breeze settling funks they 
are also entrusted with other work like to work 
with the helper of the electrician or the cleaning 
work whenever it is required. In order to show 
that they are also engaged by the management in 
different work thev have filed a register of work 
allotment. Ext. W-l from which it appears that 
besides the breeze cleaning iob the concerned per¬ 
sons have engaged for other work also. This wit- 
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ness has furtheer stated that he along with other 
persons have worker more than 240 days in a 
calendar year, but the management's witness 
MW-l—S. N. Ghosh, Manager of Loyabad Coke 
Plant has come to say that breeze cleaning job is 
very much casual in nature. He has given size of 
the settling tanks and has stated that there are 
three breze settling tanks in the Plant. First two 
tanks are required to be cleaned twice in a month, 
and the third tank is required to be cleaned twice 
in a year. But his statement is contrary to the 
written statement of the management In the 
written statement the management has taken plea 
that settling tank is required to . be cleaned thrice 
or fourth times in a week. Furthermore, the 
management has filed a work order, Exf. M-2/l 
from which it appeares that the work order is for 
a period from 24-7-1989 to 31-3-1990 ie for a 
period of 8 months & 7 days in which it has been 
mentioned that volume of work will be 1,37.909,07 
eft and the rate of cleaning will be Rs. 30 per eft. 
That means the volume of work for 8 months and 
7 days is for more than Rs. 40,00,000. The 
management has filed wage-sheet to show that the 
concerned persons were getting wages at the rate, 
of Rs. 20.50 paise per day. That means if all the 
27 persons work in average 20 days in a month 
then for a period of 8 months and 7 days their 
wages will be nearly Rs. 9,000 only. Ihus, it is 
clear that the management is showing expenditure 
of Rs. 40,00,000 for doing the job of breeze clean¬ 
ing whereas if all these 27 persons work for 20 
days in a rrionth approximately then their wages 
will be below one lakh. Therefore from the own 
document of the management their claim appears 
to be false. The breeze cleaning work is required, 
to be done only three times or four times in a week 
and ijs casual nature is falsified. Furthermore, 
the sponsoring union has filed an application for 
directing the management to produce the Atten¬ 
dance Register of the concerned persons which 
they did not file nor they have given any explana¬ 
tion for not filing the same., Therefore non-filing 
of ihc Attendance Register also goes to show that 
the management has withheld the same because if 
the same would have been produced then the claim 
of the concerned persons for having worked for 
more than 240 days would have been clearlv esta¬ 
blished, Thus, I find that flhe claim of the 
management that the breeze cleaning iob is of 
temnorarv nature iob is falsified. On tbe other 
hand, there is material to presume Fiat the said 
work is of perm an/m t nature which 
support the claim of the concern¬ 
ed persons that thev have worked for more 
than 240 da vs in a calendar vear. Thus, this point 
is decided in favour of the sponsoring union. 

7. From the discussions made above. I find that 
the demand of the snonsoring union for reoula- 
risarion of the concerned persons ifi the Derma 
nent roll of Loyabad Coke Plant is fully justified- 
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S. Accordingly I render— 

AWARD 

That the demand of the sponsoring union for 
reguiarisation of Shri Sunder D'isadh artd 26 
others as per list annexed to the reference order 
on the roll of Loyabad Coke Plant of Mk B.C'.C. 
Ltd. is justified and the concerned persons are 
entitled to watges prescribed under NCWA. But 
considering the financial condition of M|s. B.C.C. 
Ltd..there.will be no order as to back wages. The 
management is directed to regularise the concern¬ 
ed- persons within 30 days from the date of pub¬ 
lication of the award failing which they shall be 
entitled to claim wages as per NCWA. 

SARJU PRASAD, Presiding Officer. 

fcwft 17 'JFFTtt, 2001 

*PT. WT. 270 ■—tetefrfw f^TFT wfwflwnT, 

194 7 ( 1947WT 14) tef tTRT 17% WTIRW t, 
wwtt tetef te? tr^rr frfte. % srsunter % 
te&sr fi r n>w t arte Tteterff % after, mjro te 
Rtf^cr afteftfw fWR if %^ter tGTR tetefrftec 
wfww 'll firPsff % wr ter smiter •traft t, 
tet wwtt tet 16-1-2001 teLwter $wr *rt 1 

[te. w-11012/50/ & 7 -rwrS wR ( tft-I ) ] 

t^r. gtr. Tfynt, ww lifter 

New Delhi,,the 17th January, 2001 

S.O. 270.—-In pursuance- of Section 17 of .the, Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the - Central Goa’ermncnt In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal.- New Delhi-as shown in the Anncxure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of M|s. Jet Air Ltd. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 16-1-2001. 

[No. L-11012/50/97-IR(C-I)l 
S.S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 

>m tet-teW 9RW tetTTFIW : tftSTdte Wfimtet ; 

tetete cwr riteftfw ?rfww qf ftetet 

rite fa. W. : 219/98 

sfrw terete, 

WRT Waiwt, 

trip, m WRi Trwter, giWiTT ^faw, 

%TT WR l-g, TUT 7WT, Tf fortes 5 

anriF 

TtdtedC ter vnrx ^TW, 13, Wdfafc %RT, 

wttt, farter -110001 i 

wfcWn : ter 'jjfaRT. f?R nfufrt teofafit JPRtl 
ter ter wR te i 

’twit ter tete. te ter? Trfwr qfr gwr i 


wfttetefa 

teteter fwtt % w*r tewimr % wtter wit 
t(. trpr, ter. it/a(28)/#7 fatefw 28 - 10-98 
% tenter mxr 10(1) (*r) ? (2^) fattetefanr 
fadldlFK m % ^toVfi fadfaFT fwi % : 

“wr wwrrt wot ter fwrftefter trite Tfter 
tfa tintpteFr $ : — 

(1) TWTftefi tet dgter ter tetwf tet qrterft 

qn tfte wfajw ^trrwr fair ^nr, tfa 

(2) mtenfcif tet qwrtj 1986 te t. 1000 

teterr$ wrft w wr w fterr str 

tT*TT 

w teter te wr fatew wiwr t ?” 

2. srra % 'tefterrr w-t % wtpt wwtw ter 
fterter 9-H-9 8 % wfaw aru wter Wtet wftercwr 
ftewr tetter teteft tr ftete ter 

fatefer ftefte or gteteur ?r?f ^ttt 1 w ter ter 
rite: te wTsrfd teteftefte ^ 

terf terfter wx te wiwcTT nter fwr 

titr: mtew fiprrfw 19-2-2000 srro ’rtertT % 

fares' hte iteW Tr4dT|r fw 7rte *pr srrteT orfTT 
gnr ?rdT ttt erfaterter irfter fw 7 ite tl 
fdrqr w. 1 rr«tr te m afiter ^>rr t 

fte ertewc tet ftedn te terf eter ?r#r % w ;: 
ntq i diPtg w fwr tert fterra 1 .% frlter Tre% 
teteiteter eteT wit mtetr fterr Tr-rr t 1 

tete 75 writer fterr TTTr | k wfaftenr ter 
f terifM stewr teteTa itwtt - ter ete s-itt mm; 
wterr^T teter wnt 1 

fterte: : 08-1-2001 

%ptt bitt terriFTT, irsrtehT wfwter 

qf fe?ter, 17 2001 

tt. wt. 271 .—tetefrfw ftem wfafirw, 

1947 ( 1947 *PT 14) teT WITT 17 % WWW fi, 
teteiw ■ wttt tewte T7 gwT fwfte. te wtjtew- % 
ters fteteterter tete tw ^teTrrfr % tetw, wTtea te 
fteter tetefrfw ftem te teteter wtwt teiwrite’T 
wfawr ef fte?ter % twit tet witerr wtet ter 
wtttt ter 16 - 1*2001 tet wrier |wr rr i 
[te. tFT-i 101.2/53/97-wrt wr (teT-I)] 
ttw. rTJT. TTTt, WTT after 

New Delhi, .the 17th January, 2001 

* 

S.O. 271.-—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrii 
Disputea.Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central GovernmeE 
hefebv,publishes the award- of the.Central Government ho 
duslrial Tribunal. New Delhi as shown in the Amtexure i 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
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the management of M|s. Jet Air Ltd. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 16-1-2001. 

[No. L-11012/53/97-I.R.-(C-I)] 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 


m 'sfr sfcrrere : ftST#* srfspmft : 

%=#% TTW? ^ ftwft 

3ft. fa. ¥. 6 3/99 

*ft trn^r faf Ef ST^T 
3TU ? 5PT7H %%1, 

sfa tr?TL ^<r wra sprqHtsr trpTPrr^r RffaH 
tff./^ft. l-T, WTITT, 

Rf fa^eft-110016 

snrpr 

3 fR'CW, 

t?3 nTRT fvrfir. 

^ tTijT ^T37T, 

13, *nHTfafe ifcjT, 
fewt-1 10055 

: s ff %5 nfaf?r JrfafcfEr 

*fk ft i 

*PWT 'tft tffa § 3qfa*T<T ^ |*T I 

«rf«fa<jfa : 

^^fa HT*fiR % «nr rj^TPrif %; srfanr ^farri 
t^.-11012/53/97-wTf. mr. (€V.-1) fasrifam 
7-1-99 10(1)(sr) * ( 2 v) faj=?rfafarT 

faTRTT?TO OT % ^1-ErfrMq- |f MfVRT ■ftnrT | :— 

‘‘wr w'arrft qff trfa if fair ^ 

,J -fus Sw •fa ^3 rprr fk, *rr ^fftrr 

RKI S(TtT WT '3y[ faffarq- qftcfrftlj R 

forfar fen ^ afar % ; ufir # <ft wr 

fair ^TFT WWWfi I?” 

2. ^73 % Tsfj^tT 1 *fvfa % 'TT^irT ’TR’T^'^r *ft 

fatf’p 33 - 2-99 % mw jRr *m fafq-Fr srfturm 
fttrm tf ^ftfer 'A^rt ?rt i qrtfanr arm* vf-^r 
st*p sro R'tfaj ^ % f^ft «ft fadrf% fafa tt 
*£t 5m 1 m efa tft *fR t %*RT ^rfu^r 
nfsftrfff [fT dhfaTcT igt* Ept^ fafapf, ^q if 

5Tf£rm^R facRq Mt^d tflff f*TiqT 1 qq: 

19-12-2000 5RT qfaqTR % rr^^q- 

fafa Olfa TT Sffaifr qifarT pT eT«n gra 

^sfsMv Trfcr ftsf 3n% tg fwr ar-rr i 

tnrtw ?retr % H5 SRftfr % . ftp *r^rrr 

^ ^ f^K ^ sra - :. f^ qu mry 11 yf^ f*nr 
f^TK % PrfVr qra% srftjfaopT 27ft qrfr?r 
Pfnrr srrcrr ^ 1 


mtf %% *n%ur ferr arm t f«P sfftjfaroftr ^ 

ftraTfCcr srffTsrr ws'tn ttcvr tt ski 1 ?ttwt 

fcriqr : 8 - 1-2001 

%. n;rr. frsrRpr irftfqrnrV 

^ far^fV, 17 2001 

vr. w. 272 .—ifwrftm fatrr wfkfh^rw, 

1947 (1947 14 ) trm 17 % sr^ft<tr ^r, 

^ tftrc f?r. % swmm % 

'Pnitsr^ ark % afkr,' ?r^3fiy Sr 

3mftfw krr? if qrwv- 

?TftWTW kepft % RW qjf wfel 5ft 

r75f,TT apt 16-1-2001 ^TTRT g^fT «TT I 

[rf. trtr-1 1012/54/9 7—^rt. STf . (tft-l)] 
tT3T. f tT'rTT; Tff^r 

New Delhi, the 17th January, 2001 

S.O. 272.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government in¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, Now Delhi as -shown Jh the Annoxure in 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Mis. Jet Air Ltd. and 'their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 16-1-2001. 

[No. L-11012/J4/97-IR(C-ll] 

S. S. GUPTA, Under- Secy. 

3T^f«r 

RRW ’-ft %ypT VTTtT ; tffSTTfk srftiRrpft 

%AfltT' h-etiK ^rftPbXq- : teeff 

sft.- f%. 6 4/99 

aft %7TT ^ sqrq- 
1% 5 3R77T %^^t, 

^3 thqy rjq ^l4i qtPT'ffJT trrq-^rp|5f 

^fV.. /Wt. 1-tt, WTTT, 

*T$ kwft-110016 

^ t?sr? $ra*r, 

13 , «pwjfqk %y^r, 
rttit 

ft55fV-110055 

iJTTftw : ’ft 'srfq^rr f' ?rffer^T: srfefkfKr ' snptjft^ 

ir 1 

=%farnr%r sfk % TrJ tiTclt ^t./i i 
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WVf R % TTgTPW % ’OT^T URT 

^^.-11012/54/97-^. SIR. (*ft.T) ft’TtfPcT 
7-1-99 ■ ^ ffcPfa ffRT 10(l) (V) ' sf (2^) 

faRfaftrci fRrmm shr % '-iprPrifrr f 3 fHfftw 
fTuT | :— 

''rt qnNrft ^ *rt*r tfr 3^1 if f^i; mr 
^rhT sfnfvrff «p> tpir fT. spt rftar 

ttptt ornr cm PwW r zrff® ir f^rfarr 

f?pqr 3 ttt |; *rft ft rfr wr ftfsi RfR far 
5TT?r WDJTSP | ?” 

2 . stf? % qsftfer tr % tirtt snwrw tt ffrrt^ 
23 - 2-99 sfr w^ffi srrr m*t fTftnr ^rfmrm fawi 
|g ^flfer srfrif rU^ ^sft ir$ tfnfoR rw 

rftfer % fctfT vit frTf'T <R OTfkTT fHT I 

smarra tft sftr it srfsfer HrferfVFar £t 
$3 tn^g; sffrij f%rPg"cr if ^Tffertrr^nr famr sr^ 
jffr four ¥TY: m^»r fcTffor 19 - 12-2000 jnr 
RfttfR % fTOS' TTRSfllf fot ^ 5PT ?lfot?T 

qrfVrr g’?rr cnrr tts srfirfatfjT qrfv?i fot srrif t§ 
grtor fo?rr *mr 1 3 Tirw or ir 115 srcfRr im % 
fo JftftFR ^ Vtf ^ fa'ST* if |, 5T?r: 

fwsrm m faR forre % faffor ;r% 
5lfaf?m fw STTcTT % 1 

%fm wtRt four ^trtt t fo ?ifappw Tr 
fatrffTi srfinrf *mrrr Tr ri% arr^r strwh? wiRffr 

^ i 

forfo 8 - 1-2001 

%. RT. tftTOTh, tfrZTRfUT *rf«roTfr 

;ii fevft, 17 5j»nr<r, 2001 

spT. srr. 273 .—afartftrer Mir 

1947 ( 1947 R 14 ) ^ URT 17 % ST^IRT if, 
fctfm w<vn W fafa. % snsruera $ 

&cg ffpfrsRt aiV'T % ^K, a 

falw arhrtfw fam ir %?JfFr arttrtPrP 

ftrPTH .'<” l % l'w vt JRTTftRT «PTcfr t, sft 

^jftn ?R>PR 16-1-2001 spt 5TP<T pT *11 I 

[tf. ^-1 101 2/55/97-«ni.«rR. (hT-I)] 

^/^i, 3m 

New Delhi, the 17th January, 2001 

S.O. 273-—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Central Government In¬ 
dustrial Tribunal, New Delhi as shown In the Annexure iu 
the Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Mis, Jet Air Ltd. and teir workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 16-1-2001. 

[No. L-11012/55 /V7-IR(C'I;3 
S. S. GUPTA, Under Secy. 
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jftatta ftena wffcrftRT, 1947 ter otti 10(1) 
(t) % sorted ^raifawr ter Rftfatetnte Ra¬ 
fter fw tot | :— 

“Whether the action of the Dy. Chief Project 
Manager(E), Railway Electrification, Baroda, the 
General Manager, Central, Org. Rly. Electrification, 
Allahabad and the D.R.M., Western Railway, Kota 
in not regularising and absorbing the workmen. 
Annexed in list A in permanent vacancies in open 
line Is just and fair 7 If not, what relief the 
concerned workmen are entitled to and from what 
date ? 


(1) Sh. Kunj Behnri R 

Working under DSKtRP.) Kota 

(2) Sh. Rajendra Kumar R 

-do- 

(3) Sh. Inddolal N 


-do- 

(4) Sh. Tck Bahadnr S 


-do- 


S.O. 274,—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Industrial Tribunal, Kota 
as shown tn the Annexurc in the Industrial Dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of Western 
Railway, Kota and their workman, which was received by 
the Central Government on 17-01-2001. 

[No. L-41011/ll/94-lR(B-Ij] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 
3ETTF1J 


(5) Sh, Sudhlr Kumar L 

(6) Sin Kan Singh K 

(7) Sh. Prayag Naroyan R 

(8) Sh. Sayed Sajid Ali 

(9) Ramjilal G 

(10) Sh. Bhanwar Singh G 

(11) Sh. Dinses Sharma D 

(12) Sh. Sakhbahader K 

(13) Sh, Prcrachand P 


-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

Under S &T Kota 
-do- 
-do- 

under ORE /Kota 
-do- 
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(14) Sh. Ramyad G 

(15) Sh. Mahaveer Prasad C 

(16) Sh. Mukesh Kr. V 

(17) Sh. Laddoolal IT 

(18) Sh. Girish Kumar J 

(19) Sh. Shiv Bali Singh R 


Elect. 

-do- 

-do- 

ln manning at 
Agra 


under IOW(RE) 
Kota at Agra.” 
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Representations: 

Sri K. Bhaskaran Nair, Advocate, 

Kozhikode ,. Fdr Management. 

AWARD 

As per Government Order No. L-12012|77|2000|IR(B-I) 
dated 21-6-2000 the Government of India referred an indust¬ 
rial dispute between the above parties to this court for ad¬ 
judication and award. The issuo referred for adjudication 
was “Whether the action of the management of the Lord 
Krishna Bank in dismissing the service of the workman Sri 
M. 9ubraya Kamath with effect from 5-6-1998 is justified? 
If not, to what relief the workman is entitled to”. 

2. Pursuant to the reference, notice intimating the date of 
posting of the case in the Labour Court was issued to both 
parties. Accordingly the management appeared through 
counsel. The workman has not appeared. When the case came 
up for consideration on 29-11-2000, the workman has' not 
appeared. The name of (he workman is called. Absent. Since 
the woilcr has not appeared for prosecuting his case, I am 
inclined to hold that the workman is not interested to pursue 
the dispute any further and that there is no existing indust¬ 
rial dispute between the parties to be resolved. 

3. fn the result, an award is passed holding that there is 
no subsisting industrial dispute between the parties to be ad¬ 
judicated upon. 

Dictated to the Confidential Assistant, transcribed by him, 
revised, co-netted and passed by me on the 29th day of Nov¬ 
ember, 2000. 

H. D. TI-IANKACHAN, Presiding Officer 

Tl' faetfT, 18 SffRft, 2001 


[ 4 . rt— 12012/77/200o—urt mx (sfr-I) ] 
shr ^htt I up xrftmfr 


New Delhi, the 18th January, 2001 

S.O. 275.-—In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the award of the Labour Court, Kozhikode, 
Kerala Slat© as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of Lord Krishna Bank Ltd., Kaloor, Kochi and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 17-1-2001. 

[No. J.-12012/77/2000-lR(B-D] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 


ANNEXURE 

IN THE LABOUR COURT, KOZHIKODE, KERALA 
STATE 

Dated this the 29th day of November, 2000 
PRESENT: 

Skri E. D. Thankachan B.A., B.L., Presiding Officer. 
I.D, (C)l/2000 


ffii, srr. 276 —arY^fTfVrTT faqrr ^fciiwr, 

1947 ( 1947 ffiT 14) 44 SETT 17 % 4, 

HUTTT HTUftT fV3R %% HEIST % TEESR^ 
% Hara 3 TTT grr% unffiRT % 4 K Tnjafff if 

sftalPT'T pTTIT 4 %HTR tf«K sfcitflEfi 

Sffj^TUl % qHTC TO TTiIVTcT ffiUTl t «ft FnfbT 

HUTK q!t 17-1-2001 SIUT gTTr HT I 

[ 4 . 12012/221/2000-Tfrf ttk (*ft-I) ] 

New Delhi, the 18lh January, 2001 

S.O, 276.—In pursuance of Section 17 of die 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Nagpur as 
shown in the Annexure in tile Industrial Dispute bet¬ 
ween the employers in relation, to the management of 
Reserve Bank of India, Nagpur and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
17-1-2001. 


BETWEEN 


I he Deputy General Manager, 
Lord Krishna Bank Ltd., Regd. & 
Administration 
Ii.diun Express 


Office, 

Buildings, 


Kaloor, Kochi, 682017. 


AND 


[No. L-T 2012/221/2000-IR(B-I>] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 
ANNEXURE 

Management. BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NAGPUR 


Si i M. Subrnya Kamath, 

Opp.: Sharnda Press, 

Car Street, 

Mangalore (Karnntaka>57J00l. ..Workman, 


PRESENT: 

Slrri B. G. Saxena, Presiding Officer. 
Reference No. : CGIT-312/2000 
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Employers in relation to the management of 
Reserve Bank of India, 

AND 

Their Workman Smt. S, A. Saodckar. 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi by exercising the powers conferred by clause 
(d) of Sub-section (1) and Sub-section 2(A) of sec¬ 
tion 10 of the Industrial Dispute Aot, 1947 has re¬ 
ferred this dispute for adjudication vide order 
L-12012/221/2000/IR(B-I) dated 17-10-2000 on 
the following schedule. 


JR 18 RwET, 2 001 

¥ 1 . wr. 2 7 7 —Stfo'YffFfT Err 

1947 (1947 14) arcr 17 % ^’5 it, 

TTRJT % 

% rM Mu-fit bftr tj?r% W'fiFt % ^U, ruu it 
frrfccj ajWlfw Mr it sfaftfVPfi 

sffcPfRgT rrPHjT % 'TRR SRttfsPT T T -fl o, 3ft 
TTRtp; 1 7-1-2001 ^ffT STIR §KT I 

[ft. 75 -120 12/2 5 5f97-Rr^ RlT (^fr-I)] 
snrr sfurr, sfMrtt 


SCHEDULE 

“Whetlier the action of the management of Re¬ 
gional Director for Maharashtra, Reserve 
Bank of India, Nagpur is not to entertain 
the genuine claim of Smt. Saodekar to the 
post of Hindi Translator is legal, proper 
and justified.? If not, to what relief the 
said workman is entitled to and from whaf 
date.” 

The dispute in. this case was that Smt. Saodekar 
was not appointed as Hindi Translator though she 
was qualified for it. The date was fixed today for 
filing Statement of Claim by Smt. Saodekar. 

I have heard the Secretary of fhe Reserve Bank 
Employees Association Shri S. M. Chepurwar and 
Shri A. L. Nilnavare, AsStt. General Manager- 
Reserve Bank of India, Nagpur. The Secretary of the 
union has moved an application that after receipt 
of ftiis reference in the CGIT Court, at Nagpur the 
Reserve Bank of India, management has aDnointed 
Smt, S. A. Saodekar to the post of Hindi Translator. 

As the workman has got her special pay post in 
the cadre of Clerk Grade II, nGW, the dispute has 
settled between the management and the workMin. 
Shri A. L. Nitnavare, represented that after failure 
of conciliation report examination was conducted for 
the post of Hindi Translator. She qualified thaf test 
and has therefore been appointed as Hindi Trans¬ 
lator. 

In the above circumstances the workman does not 
press her claim for any other relief and has moved 
an application today that the dispute be treated as 
closed. The management has no objection to the 
prayer made in the application by the workman 
through-the Secretary of the union. 

ORDER 

Suit*. S. A. Saodekar has been appointed a? Hindi 
Translator. The matter has settled between the man¬ 
agement and the workman. She is therefore not en¬ 
titled fo any other relief. 

The reference is disposed off accordingly. 

DNc-d 1-1-7001 

B. G. SAXENA. Presiding Officer 


New Delhi, the 18th January, 2001 

S.O. 211 .—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 

Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
the Central ‘Government industrial Tribunal, Nagpur 
as shown in the Annexurc in the Industrial Dispute 
between the empoyers in relation to the management 
of State Bank of India, Nagpur and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
17-1-2001. 

[No. L-120121255 j97-1R(B-I)] 

AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer 

ANNF.XURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NAGPUR 

PRESENT : 

Sh r i B, G. Saxcna, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. CCJT-63|2000 

Employers in relation tc> the management of 
State Bank of India, Nagpur. 

AND 

Their Workman Shri Vinayak Undraji Borikar. 

AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi by exercising the powers conferred by clause 
(d) of Sub-section tl) and Sub-section 2(A) of 
section TO of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 has 
referred this dispute for adjudication vide order 
L-12012(255 [97-IR(B.I) Dated 5-6-98 on the fol¬ 
lowing schedule, 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the dismissal of Shri Vinavak Undra- 
ji Borikar, at the State Bank of India, 
Morshi Branch w.e.f. 22-5-95 by the 

management of State Bank of India 

through Dy. General Manager|Asstt. 

General Manager, Rcgion-V, Zonal Office, 
Nagpur is valid, justified, and legal ? If 
not, to what benefits the workman is entitl¬ 
ed for and what directions are necessary 
in the matter ?’’ 
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Vinayak SJo Undraji Borikar was appointed as 
messenger on 12-8-73 in the State Bank of India. 
He was posted as messenger at Morshi Branch in 
district Amravati in the year 1994. On 22-3-94 the 
chargesheet was submitted against him and six 
charges under paragraph 521(4) (c) (d) (c) 

(f) (i) of Shastry Award were framed against him. 
The Enquiry Officer submitted his report and final 
order was parsed on 17-5-95. He was dismissed 
from service vv.e.f. 22-5-95. 

The charges against him were as under : 

(1) On 20-2-93 at 12,10 P.M. he assaulted 
Shri Narayan Jane, Bank Guard, who was 
on duty and caused fracture to his right 
hand last finger. He was charge under 
para 521(4) (c) (d) and (j) of Shastry 
Award that is behaving riotous disorderly 
and indecently in the premises of the bank. 

(2) On 23-4-93 he entered into verbal alterca¬ 
tion with Smt. Shobha Deshmukh, Water- 
woman and threw a Savings Bank Ledger 
on her. 

(3) He was in the habit of abusing the collea¬ 

gues after drinking wine in the bank pre¬ 
mises and misbehaved with the people. He 
came to the bank drunk on 11-2-93, 
12-2-93, 13-2-93, 20-2-93 and 23-4-93 

and disturbed the working of the bank. 

(4) Habitully indulging in unauthorised ab¬ 
sence from duty. 

(5) He was granted an advance of Rs. 300 on 
16-7-93 to attend a written test at Nagpur 
on 18-7-93 in connection with promotion 
to the post of Record Keeper|Bill Collec- 

. tor, but did not attend the written test. 

(6) Habitually showing disregard of ordinary 
requirements of decency and cleanliness in 
person and dress wearing the bank’s uni¬ 
form even w'hcn not on duty. 

The workman claimed that his termination was 
unjustified and he be reinstated. The management 
filed written statement on 4-8-98. 

Shri S. B. Pause, Presiding Officer, CGIT Court 
No. 1. Mumbai passed Award Part-1 on 22-12-98 
and recorded finding that enquiry conducted against 
the workman was against the principles of natural 
justice. He directed the management to lead evi¬ 
dence. After that the management produced evi¬ 
dence in this case. The workman also examined 
himself. The cross examination of the workman was 
recorded on 22-9-2000. 

Both the parties closed their evidence and the 
management submitted the w'rittcn argument. The 
workman was also provided opportunity to submit 
his written argument, if any he wanted... 

On 11-12-2000 the workman represented that his 
counsel has not come and another date be given to 
him for argument, The case was adjourned to 
15-12-2000. On 15-12-2000 the workman Shri 
Vinayak Bor dear came with his counsel Shri Vacha- 
sundcr. The counsel did not file Vakalatnama and 


did not submit any written argument. The case 
was adjourned to 26-12-2000 for arguments. 

The Law Officer of the bank argued the case for 
management. The workman Vinayak Borikar him¬ 
self argued the case. His counsel did not turn up 
to argue the case. 

I have heard the arguments of the management 
and the workman Shri Vinayak Borikar and have 
considered the entire oral and doeumentry evidence 
on record. 

Shri Narayan Sjo • Vishvnath Jane, Armed Guard 
of State Bak of India, Morshi Branch, Distt, Amra- 
vati had filed his affidavit on 1-8-1-99. He was cross 
examined by Shri S. V. Lapalaikar, representative of 
the union of the workman.* His statement shows that 
the workman Vinayak Borikar often used to quarell 
with the members of the staff and the customers. On 
20-2-93 at 12 O’clock Shri Vinayak Borikar was us¬ 
ing filthy language and was shouting in the bank. He 
was drunk. He stopped Borikar from creating 
nuisance, but he did hot listen to him. The work¬ 
man Vinayak Borikar violently pushed him on the 
grill of the gate and caused injury to him. He was 
medically examined. Dr. Dhole found a fracture in 
the finger of his right hand. In cross examination 
by the defence representative of the workman again 
this witness represented that the workman Vinayak 
Borikar was drunk. He was abusing. Shri Pandev, 
the Branch Manager had asked him to remove him 
out from the bank. The workman had pushed him 
on the gril of the main gate and caused fracture to 
the right hand finger. It is suggested to this wit¬ 
ness that he got fracture in his finger due to his acci¬ 
dent with Motor Cycle. The witness denied the 
suggestion. 

The witness of the management Sh. Devdutta also 
supported the statement of witness Shri Narayan 
Jane. He stated that on 20-3-93 at 12 O’clock the 
workman Vinayak Borikar was under the influence 
of liquor and had caused injury to Shri Narayan Jane 
by dashing him to the gate of the bank. He further 
stated that Rs. 1000 was sanctioned to Shri Narayan 
Jane for his treatment on 25-2-93. He also stated 
that one lady Smt, Shobha Deshmukh was assaulted 
by the workman on 23-4-93, The workman had 
thrown the ledger book on her. Smt. Shobha Desh¬ 
mukh had given a written complaint to the 
management about this incident on 23-4-93. The 
workman Vinayak Borikar was arrested by the 
police and oh medical examination he was found 
drunk. The police had registered the case against 
him under section 85(1) of the Bombay Prohibition 
Act. The case was registered at crime no. 88|93. 
Workman Vinayak Borikar was arrested on 23-4-93 
at 12,10 P.M. The witness further says that he 
had himself seen the occurrence. Sh, Devidutta was 
cross examined by the representative of the union of 
the workman Shri Lapahkar. 

Shri Vasant Sjo Shri Laxmanrao is Farrash-cum- 
Messcitger. He stated that on 20-2-93 at 12 O’clock 
the workman Vinayak Borikar had pushed Shri Jane 
at the gate and had caused injurv in his hand. On 
23-4-93 Borikar tried to assault 5mt. Shobha Desh¬ 
mukh with heavy ledger in the bank. Borikar was 
drunk. On this incident the other members of the 
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staff bad decided to go on strike if no action is tak¬ 
ing against the Borikar by the management. He says 
that he was at the distance of ten feet from the 
workman, and has seen him misbehaving with Smt. 
Shobha Deshmukh. He further stated that the work¬ 
man used to come to the Bank after consuming 
alcohol. 

The statement of Smt. Shobha Deshmukh is also 
on file. She had filed her affidavit on 15-1-99. She 
was cross examined on 9-3-99. She denied the sug¬ 
gestion that she has given false affidavit. She denied 
the suggestion that she had not seen the Borikar rais¬ 
ing the ledger upon her. In her affidavit she had stated 
that.the workman Vinayak Borikar wanted to throw 
the ledger upon her. She had. cried and shouted on 
Borikar as to why he was attempting to assault her. 
She had submitted written complaint to Branch 
Manager same day. She had requested to the Branch 
Manager to take action against Vinayak Borikar. 
The other members of the staff had gathered and due 
to this incident the work of bank could not start at 
usual business hours. 

Shri Vinayak Borikar, workman hat^ filed his 
affidavit on 20-7-2000. He was cross examined on 
22-9-2000. The workman stated that he is educat¬ 
ed up to class 8th. He denied the suggestion that 
he is in the habit of consuming wine. He says that 
he does not know Narayan Jane. He had not push- 
oral evidence in his defence. 

From the statements of the above witnesses exa¬ 
mined by the management, it is proved that the 
workman Vinayak Borikar had caused injury to 
Shri Narayan Jane on 20-2-93 at 12.10 P.M. He 
also tried to assault Smt. Shobha Deshmukh, another 
employee- of the bank on 23-4-93. He was also 
found drunk during the working hours of the bank 
on the above dates. Thus charge Nos. 1, 2 and 3 
are proved against the workman. The documentry 
evidence in support of the above charges has also 
been produced as paper. Exhibit Nos. 29, 30, 37, 38 
and 72. 

The workman had pleaded guilty to the charges 
Nos. 4 and 5 during the enquiry. For charge No. 6 
Shri Devidutta has mentioned in his affidavit, para 
8. that, he had written several letters to the control¬ 
ler regarding the conduct of the workman. He had 
written letter HI 5(13 dated 21-12-91 regarding the 
unauthorised absence of the workman. The work¬ 
man used to wear the uniform 24 hours. The work¬ 
man also tried to mark his attendence on 11-2-93, 
12-2-93 and 13-2-93. He was under the influence 
of Wine on these dates and was not permitted to 
work in the branch. In para 13 of his affidavit he 
has stated that Borikar did not attend the written 
test after receiving Rs. 300 on 16-7-93. In cross 
;xamination the statement of this witness has not 
seen challenged on these points. 

The workman argued that he has been falsely im- 
slicated and he does not drink wine. The argument 
>f the workman has no force. The management has 
submitted documents in support of the statements of 
he, witnesses. Tire medical certificate dated 20-2-93 
>fnPr,. Deepak Dhole has been filed to show that 
Lbri Narayan Jane had received fracture in the right 
:S7 GJ/2001—12 


hand finger. The copy of the police record has 
also been submitted to show that the case under 
section 110(117, Bombay Police Act was registered 
against the workman Vinayak Borikar. He was 
taken on custody on 23-4-93. Vinayak Borikar 
was convicted on 11-7-91 for offence under section 
10 117, Bombay Police Act and was convicted to 
pay fine Rs, 50 and default thereol he was sentenced 
to go three days simple imprisonment. These docu¬ 
ments are Exhibit-3 and 4. 

The mr-nv'mem has submitted ruling Bank of 
M. 1 .■ -Ii: 1 . .in,I Others Vs. Om Prakash Malviya, 
1997. Ill LLJ, Supplementry, Page 904. In this 
rating it is held by the High Court of Delhi that sec- 
t : on l0fl)B, Banking Regulation Act, Bi-Partite 
Settlement 1996 clause 1-9.2. 19.3(a), 19.3(b), an 
employee of the bank, coming to the bank in drun¬ 
ken condition and abusing Manager of the Bank. 
The employee pleaded guilty before the Criminal 
Court for offence under Bombay Police Act. The 
employee was found guilty of Moral Turpitude Bank 
was justified in holding departmental enquiry and 
dismissing employee from service in exercise of the 
power-, under the Bank Regulation Act read with 
Bi-Puriite Settlement. 

In the circumstances discussed above the work¬ 
man could not produce any evidence to show that 
the charges framed against him are false. The work¬ 
man had no enemity with the Branch Manager or 
any official of the bank. The statement of the wit¬ 
nesses produced by the management have supported 
the charge framed against the workman. In these 
circumstances the action of the management of State 
Bank of India in dismissing the workman Sh. Vina¬ 
yak Undraji Borikar w.e.f. 22-5-95 is valid, justified 
and legal. 

ORDER 

The dismissal of Sh. Vinayak Undraji Borikar of 
the State Bank of India, Morsi Branch w.e.f. 
22-5-95 by the management of State Bank of India 
through Deputy General ManagerjAsstt. 'General 
Manager, Region V, Zonal Office. Nagpur is valid, 
justified and legal. The charges against the work¬ 
man have been proved and he has been rightly dis¬ 
missed from the service. The workman is therefore 
not entitled to any relief claimed by him. 

The reference is answered accordingly. 

Dated : 3-1-2001 

B. G. SAXENA. Presiding Officer 
ni frFfr, is 2001 

278-—Sltefrfrpff fln-fre 

1947 (1947 m 14 ) # urn 17 % sRtarvr if, 
*rwpr smsrW *ez ffc, rrorj* % uwfmtr 
% qp4*mr % sfH srstst if 

3rteftfw f- rrFPK 3?Mfw 

ffriTJT % =p> HTTfW 4FTf 3ft 

?F4«F TT 17-1-2001 m STV^T fSTf I 
[4. 7T- 12012 / 322/9 7-FT? 5TP (4Y-I) j 

tnr srfgsrnfp 
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New Delhi, ihe 18th January, 2001 

S.O. 278.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby publishes the Award of the Cen- 
bal Government Industrial Tribunal Nagpur as shown 
in the Annexure in the Industrial Dispute between the 
employers in relation to the management of State Bank 
of India, Nagpur and their workman, which was re¬ 
ceived by the Central Government on 17-1-2001. 

[No. L-l20121322l97-IR(B-I)J 
A.1AY KUMAR. Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NAGPUR 

PRESENT : 

Shri B. G. Saxena, PVesiding Officer. 
Reference No. : CGIT-175|2000 

Employers in relation to the management of State 
Bank of India, Nagpur. 

AND 

Their Workman Smt. S. D. Hatekar 
AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, New 
Delhi by exercising the powers conferred by clause (d) 
of Sub-Section (1) and Sub-Section 2(A) of section 
10 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 has referred 
this dispute for adjudication vide order L-l20121322j 
97-R(B.I) dated 28-8-98 on the following schedule 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of State 
Bank of India, Nagpur through Asstt. Gene¬ 
ral Manager, Region III, Zonal office, 
Kingsway, Nagpur not appointing to Mrs. 
S. D. Hatekar as Assistant Cash Officer in 
the State Babk of India, Khamgaon Branch 
is justified, proper and legal ? If not, to 
what relief the workman is entitled ?” 

Mrs. S. D. Hatekar has mentioned in her statement 
of claim that she was appointed as clerk in the State 
Bank of India', alongwith Shri V. S. Nimbolkar. The 
date of joining of both the employees was 01-01-1979. 
She was senior to Shri V. S. Nimbolkar as she was 
elder in age. Shri Nimbolkar has been appointed as 
Asstt. Cash Officer from 10-5-94 and her claim for 
appointment as Asstt. Cash Officer has been ignored, 
thoinffi the post was created on 1-10-93. She has 
claimed that she should be given promotion as Asstt. 
Cash Officer from 10-5-94. 

Hie management of State Bank of India disputed 
her claim on the ground that Smt. S. D. Hatekar was 
senior to Shri V. S. Nimbolkar and was offered higher 
post in cadre appointment and an allowance carrying 
post on 6-12-93. She was promoted as a Teller. She 
refused her promotion vide her letter dated 10-12-93 
on her personal domestic reasons. She was therefore 
debarred for two years from promotion, bin later 
on the period of two vears was reduced to one year 
due to the revised policy of the department da'cd 


12-2-94 pertaining to in cadre higher appointments. 
She had also not submitted any option for working 
in sub zone and undertaking to work in cash depart¬ 
ment upto 6-7-94. 

As she was debarred for one year that is upto 
6-12-94 on her refusal for promotion to the post of 
Teller, the next senior person Shri V. S. Nimbolkar 
was promoted as Asstt. Cash Officer w.f.e. 10-5-94. 

She was again offered promotion to the post of 
Head Cleric at Shengaon Branch of State Bank of 
India, but she refused to join on the post of Head 
Clerk. Again she was debarred for one year. 

The third offer of promotion to the post of Teller 
was given to the her vide letter dated 21-3-97 at 
Jalgaon Jarnod Branch. Mrs. S. D. Hatekar refused 
to join this po;t on 26-3-97. 

f 

Upto 23-1-1996, she did not raise objection against 
the promotion of Shri V. S. Nimbolkar. She made re¬ 
presentation for her promotion on 23-1-96 and the 
department had informed her the reason of not pro¬ 
moting her from 10-5-94 as she was debarred from 
promotion. 

The statement of claim was submitted for Smt. S. D. 
Hatekar through General Secretary, State Bank 
Workers Organisation on 20-11-98 in CG1T, Court 
no. 1 at Mumbai. The written statement was sub¬ 
mitted by Asstt. General Manager, State Bank of 
India on 10-2-99 at CGIT Court no. I, Mumbai. 

This case was received by transfer from CGIT Corut 
no. 1. Mumbai and the information was sent to the 
parties fixing 21-8-2000. The case was adjourned 
to ! 1-9-2000, 20-10-2000. 11-12-2000, 20-12-2000 
and 26-12-2000. 

Neither the workman turned upto contest her case 
nor any representative. of the State Bank Workers 
Organisation i.e. Union of the workman turned upto 
contest the claim. 

The order sheets of the CGIT Court no. 1 at 
Mumbai also shows that the workman did not appear 
in that court also after 18-6-99. Thus, the workman 
or the representative of her union did not turn up in 
the Court after filing of the written statement by the 
bank on 10-2-99. 

The management of the bank has submitted the 
documents in support of the facts submitted in written 
statement. 

The workman did not submit the rejoinder to the 
written statement. No affidavit or evidence has been 
produced by the workman or the representative of her 
union in support of the statement of claim. 

The management has also submitted written argu¬ 
ments on 26-12-2000. 

I have considered the arguments submitted by the 
management of the State Bank of India and the docu¬ 
ments produced in the court. No oral evidence hasl 
been produced in the case by any party. The letter 
dated 10-12-93 of Smt. S. D. Hatekar, document no. 2 
is on the file. In this letter she has admitted that she 
was given promotion to the post of Teller vi<> let'er 
dated 6-12-93 by the management of State Bank of 
Tndia. She had informed the'Branch Manager, S'ate 
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Bank of India, Agriculture Division, Branch Kham¬ 
gaon that she docs not accept the promotion as a 
Teller, because her family life shall be disturbed and 
Uie education of her son will be disturbed. On 10-12-93 
thd Branch Manager debarred her from promotion for. 
tup years. Later on the period of two years was 
induced to one year vide letter dated 10-12-93. 

f n 6-7-94 Smt. S. D. Hatekar submitted her 
m for in cadre higher appointments and she gave 
choice of the undemoted three stations for her 
porting: 

(1) Akola (2) Khamgaon (3) Nagpur Zonal' 
Office. 

j.ne letter of the Branch Merger bearing no 00494 
daked 17-1-96 is on the file, inis letter shows that 
Snlit. S, D. Hatekar was offered higher appointment 
toj the post of Head Clerk at Sheongaou. 

[The letter H15|96|296 dated 27-1-96 shows that 
Smt. S. D. Hatekar refused to accept her appointment 
to' the post of Head Clerk at Sheongaon. She was de- 
brjrred for one year w.e.f. 25-1-96. This is document 
ho. 8. On 21-3-97 vide letter no. AOM : 1H 
A{3 : 0052611 dated 21-2-97, the Branch Manager 
of the State Bank of India), Khamgaon informed her 
that she has been appointed as Teller on six months 
probation at Jalgaon Jamod Branch. The letter dated 
26-3-97 of Smt. S. D. Hatekar to Branch Manager, 
Slate Bank of India, Khamgaon shows that she re¬ 
fused 1 to join as Teller at Jalgaon Jamod Branch due 
tc( her family problems. This letter of Smt. S, J/. 
Hatekar at 26-3-97 document no. 10 is on the fife. 
Lbfter no, H15|406 dated 26-3-97 shows that she 
wjas again debarred from promotion|highcr appoint- 
jnent for a period of one year from 26-3-97. 

From the above documents on record, it is clear 
that whenever the opportunity to the higher post came, 
the offer for appointment was sent by management 
to the working woman, but she refused her appoint¬ 
ment to the higher post three times due to her family 
problem. In the aforesaid circumstances the- adion of 
the management, of the State Bank of Indial was justi¬ 
fied in not appointing her as Asstt, Cash Officer on 
lp-5-94 as claimed by her. Her claim is baseless 
and net relief can be granted to her. 

ORDER 


fndTw'r sfh: ii 

artaWiT d *rtr arWtftaJ wftpPTP 

vter % d^rt? «Ft stTiftra 

TRTRi '-al X 7—1*200 J*tT I 

[dRT-,41 bl l/25/9 RR (tft-I) ] 

trsnr wr, ftr srfdrpO' 

New Delhi, the 18th January, 2001 

S.O. 279.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
Industrial Tribunal Kota as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Western Railways, 
Kotu and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 17-1-2001. 

[No. L-41011 |25|94-IR(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer, 

'ftertfto srrbTnCt aft wr. pf. dR 

srifRyr ’flhir : dr, rt. 26/95 
f^a'tT FITpPT : 6 / 9/95 

std»r : vrrw ttwrt dam fa?dV % wtRi 
dwr t>?r. 41011/25/9 4 -trr^.RR. (db «rtf.) 
firrir 28/9/95 

fd?sr spcrfa mtr io(i)(^) 

yRfrffefi faOT WfafaOT, 1947 

rtw 

fkfaWT dd$T htHn PtdRPft qfW* xRT, 

—Triff RfhT 

dd 

Frdt dR- srtsRj ddrt ($) ft 

iV™) 


The action of the the management of State Bank 
of India, Nagpur through Asstt. General Manager, 
Region III, Zonal Office, Kingsway, Nagpur not 
appointing to Mrs. S. D, Hatekalr as Asstt. Cash 
Officer in State Bank of India,- Khamgaon Branch as 
claimed by her is jushfietd, proper and legal. Mrs. S. D. 
Hatekar is not entitled to any relief. 

The reference is answered accordingly. 

: 01 -01 -2001 

B. G. SAXENA, Presiding Officer 
!T$ f-SWft, 18 SppKt, 2001 

*T. WT. 279.—gWoT fu’oTR P'ffifTRT, 
1947 ( 1947 14) »bV STO 17 % d. 

^rb Tin % % di$ 

is7 Gl/2001—13 


—jptrdf ffetbnr 

mdf stfdr dt dR d sfdfdfd:«d p. <1. dRr 
ysndf RdiTT dt dR d srfdfdfd :-dV or. dh Rhl 
srfstRdflr fr-;tr is/12/2000 

wfdfddtr 

TTTcT ff<TR, «rtf Rpsft 3RT WTt 

srfRr fe. 28/8/95 % arfri) fd?*r jw*, 

dRdR T faTiT RfafeRR, 19 47 dY 9RT 10 (1) (R ) 

ft? ser-rct ?R-jfvRvr4 f*frqr 

w 5 : 
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“Whether the action of the Railway . Administration 
through the Dy. Chief Project Manager (R.E.) 
Baroda, Central Manager(E) Central Organisation of 
Railway Electrification, Allahabad and the DRM, 
Western Railway, Kota m not regularising and 
absorbing the workmen (Annex.) is legal and 
justified ? If not, what relief the concerned workmen 
are entitled to and from what date ?"— 


(1) Sh. Shiv Bali Singh 

(2) Sh. SukhMnder Singh 

(3) Sh. Laliu Lai 

(4) Sh. Rambeer 

(5) Sh. Islanraddin 

(6) Sh. Mohd.- Hanif 

(7) Sh. Charan Singh 

(8) Sh. Naraln Singh 

(9) Sh. Mukut Singh 


lOW(RE), Kota 
oo- 
-do- 

PV.'r(Rb) Kota 
■do- 
-do- 

DEE(RE), Kota 
-do- 
-do-" 


2. frffvr farrrd, »7fl7rFbqR<q ir stirt qrr 

flftf srft qwqrrtf qff 

B 1 ftrwft tpff ftrxr qv qfqf qsfj ^ sfYr 4 xrq% 
irwrr^rr q*$ir M ^ i 

3. RT^f TOTTSft 41# far ^Frfrlqrd T F(T«fR 

WFff wfaw ft, mxft ftr Jr mi ^ q*§?r 

^ qSf afft ft ft Ttff qfaftfa gar *ff 
qrTRT ft Rape ftre,i Trsrr $ % m- 

% qqn 5>r/ $ Pit 5TT*ff*r«r artr tyqq spftjpjr# 
ftf- 18/ll/99^.«*TRmCW Pswi aTRir T?T £ qR? 
trnr ftq wz vf> qiff *mq ftnff q^a-ift 

*wr % vrfwm ww qrw otp# ft qtff. \ 
5rstr«ff fh'iff3T4f qff 3 tIt ir *ft qff$ frwq q?;pr fpfTqa 
wq^fr to fftift q?t qtfr i 


4. qtaqnrf ft $ff mff * q«r*pfY qrr «*- 
ftrqi wr i ^ftr qirfFrq sifaq; w ^ ^ 
^ Pi?w ffarw if qt^pr mfor * q r g fbi 1 

^ "Pit, ffKW Pf>^Y STR q?t tRJrr q?C ipfif q%q qff 
qqif’rjfr *ft fTqr wst it 3jft xrpttjfrjf qr nrw qrr ^sf 
wrq T?r $ ?w *mrft fr-fr^qr qff 2 fft q sft qr*ff 
t® 1 w ^ 5%*rr wsftwf % m : qr4T 
zrft fn ftwF if qt'r# fT'jfrq qr^ qr^ qn sff^qrrff 
u|Y t sfk qpdfffqq Pr/r Tnurt i 

’trfjfn'thr *rr- 3 f Prriqfr is/12/2000 qff ?tfrtrr- 
^oT' H tfwrr m; f?rq f^qqivjmr qr^f^r 
EfiTr qqrrr-rrq fviqqrq-r i 


^ Rqq<ff, *qrrqraH 
f^ff, '18 2001 


fVqi^r it aiWtPw qftrr % w qtt sr*RTfRTeF 

qRfft |) =p> 17-1-2001 qff qr^r jvr 

qr 1 

[B, n^T- 4 1012/155/9 6 - 5 Tlf. *nr. (^t-I)] 

xtm fRK, t?qr iqfuwft 

New Delhi, the 18th January, 2001 

S.O. 280.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the Award of 
Industrial Tribunal Kota as shown in the Annexure 
in the Industrial Dispute between the employers in 
relation to the management of Western Railways, 
Kota and their workman, which was received by the 
Central Government on 17-1-2Q01. 

[No. L-4l012|155-96-IR(B-I)] 
AJAY KUMAR, Desk Officer, 
aprsptr 

nmrrsfW,: ^W i faq; ^rqrfkqrnrr/^rifTrr/qrRTjvi-iT. 

«ftsrcfar qrfimff <fr nftvi «nr toY, wt. Tq.^p»r. 
fir^vr sprtnr iwtr tfr. sto. .28/07 
ftrqlqr wfer : 21/11/07 

rbr : rpjt tor >«nr m arf ftmt % vitot 
?rwr tp!T, 4ioi2/i55/9ojrrif. wpc. (nfV) 
ppftqr 22/9/97 

Prfwr «r*rfa rnn 10(1) (*) 
nYblPw fr-m wftrPm, 1947 


Jieq 


44^4^4 JTO ft fTfrqrnr <f). WT %. q). qftJ11 

—qpff tqfRC 




iff fypDPTT ftzA ^r-Y vter t 

-wqrtf frpffJnr 


gtrirw 

srrsff *qfsRt qff sffr % qf^rftf:— «ff tt. ft. ftsx 

qfqpff Prafjpp tft nfr R qf^rfMar r— «ff orr. rff. vnf 
vTufipifor frrNr ■; 18 / 12/2000 

: srftrfrMq ; 

'orer tPTMT, «rq b'*pw ftpsff srrrr wqnf 
tpt ?n^r ft. 22/8/97 % g-Ri ftrq 

fafijr ftarr qfj«fffqqr ftrir srftrftqR, 1947 bKr 
10 ( 1 ) (t) % qv?PT?r w rrnq-rftjqmrr m trfsMaw 
ftrar mi ^:— 


Ti.trr. 280 .—qfcjYfqqrftqraf srfbftmr, 1947 

( 1947 TT 44) qO qr^l 17 % trjffTOT if, 

trfirw ^ ftqftrqif 

3fR Th% % ft*, $f ftft^ afhakfSpp 


"Whether the action of the Rlaiway Adminretartion 
through D.R.M, Western Railway, Kota in removing 
the workman Shri Devkinandan, O. ex-c«wal labour 
working under P.W.I, (North) Oangapurcity w.c.f. 
1-6-74 and not taking, him in employment h pre¬ 
ference to new faces is fair and just ? If not, what 
relief the concerned workmp" is entitled to and 
from what date," 



f*rnrIIr-4» 3 (ji)] io,z<Krifaf*i,i*a* 
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2. fast fare ft sr? ftft to 

to ^tort q^r^rrt ftr ^ftftT faf?*? *q ft ^rdr ftf 
»nft fata ft* ftftff *r4?i ftf ftfac ft ^pfarrft ?rafa? 


AN^EXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL - GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NAGPUR 


srcfs fafa i 

3 . m* t tttct tmff far 

ft),TO^ wtc ft ftt$ ftt fat, 

tt fa srrftf *rffa faffa jto | fttr tt 
fatter afarfftfar tttt ftff 3jfftr*jro tovt ft? tttt 
TO5TiTt am 11 qsTT«ft % sfafa ft ^rtt $ 
fir fat aw STW W fafatft fa. 26-5-99ft ffttcTTC 


PRESENT : 

Shri B. G. Saxena, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. CGIT-13|2000 

Employers in relation to the management of 
South Eastern Railway, Nagpur 

- AND 

Their Workman Shri Ashwajit Badge. 

AWARD 


trmr farm far $"TO75 tot far tret ft) ft)f 
wrw TT*r«r ?$r TOfat fa ft ftfaft? T?ftr wnw 
twrt ftt fat i wmftf ffataft iff wit ft ftt ftta 
tow faf to: wfat ?rwTOfa ftt fan 

4. ®r$? qrwirrtf ftt far t Trrrot to wm 
rifa farm mrr r faft faf wfarw ftt fttr ft 
faffa fafa farm ft wi ft trr§? ftt 

TOfaftr ft ftrf tow frofr jpttt ftt srrijft to *fa 
«fa ftt trmffa fat far wr £ xfh: xrfftfa to 
tow ftr ftwr faftf ffafa ftt *ftr 

ft ft) faf to ift? wfftftw to wriftofa ft 

ST*ff wfftft, faftf ffafa ft TOftfa? fifa fafa 

ft ftti TOTfa mm to to faroft fat $ fa mr- 
ijTOT'ftftt stoT uffarfa far mftr $ ' 

-ftfstfafa fat fafar 18*12-2000 fa farr- 

famr ft ^ttot ftm i 

fa? fa wr<rt, Rffafar 
fa fafat, fff ftfafa, 2001 

ftf.WT. 281 :--3?fo'tfa fmrnr wfftfftmr, 1947 
(1947 to 14) ftt mrr 17 ft *TjTn?T ft, 
trto 7 'jiff faft q'rmjr ft mfaTt ft lift? 

fatftfarftf alii: ^rft toJtoOt ft ftfar, mfa ft fafa 
ftfalYfftip faf^ ft ft'jffa tmOT affft'faft'P WfaTTOTT 
trnrjr: ft Ttoz ft> ftWiffa TOcfr t, ftt ft ; ftfa ?ttot 

ft> 17-1-2001 to jwr mi 

[ft.TW.-41012/24l/99-Rrf.WK. (ftt-I)] 

wror ^mr, wfarrft 
New Delhi, the 18th January, 2001 

S.O. 281.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby publishes the ’ Award of 
the Central Government Industrial Tribunal|Labour 
Court, Nagpur as shown in the Anncxure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of South Eastern Railways, 
Nagpur and their workman, which was received by 
the Central Goyernment on 17-1-2001. 

{No. L -410121241 j 9 £TR(BT)] 
‘ A/A Y KUMAR, Desk Officer. 


The Central-Government, Ministry of Labour, 
New Delhi by exercising the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of Sub-Section (1) and Sub-Section 2(A) 
of the Section 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 
has referred this dispute for adjudication vide order 
L-41012|241j99IR(B-I) Dated 23|24-12-1999 on 
the following schedule. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of 
the Divisional Railway Manager, South 
Eastern Railway, Kingsway Nagpur in 
denial of employment to Shri Ashwajit 
Badge, Ex-Casual Labour in Group *D’ 
Category is legal and justified 7 If not, to 
what relief the said workman is entitled ?” 

In this reference the statement of claim was filled 
by the workman Shri Ashwajit Badge on 28-3-2000. 
The management has submitted written statement on 
29-5-2000. The case was adjourned to 22-6-2000. 
The workman absented himself on this date. After 
that 12-7-2000, 24-7-2000, 28-7-2000, 16-8-2000, 
21-9-2000, 27-9-2000 were fixed. The workman 
did not turn up. Nobody from the side of bis union 
appeared in this case. Lite advocate also did not 
appear to conduct the case for workman. Thus, 
neither the workman is appearing in the case nor 
any representative of the workman is appearing to 
contest the case. 

On 22-6-2000 the date 12-7-2000 was fixed for 
the evidence of the workman, but after 22-6-2000 
neither the workman appeared nor any evidence was 
produced by him. 

On 14-11-2000'the date was again fixed for filing 
affidavit, but the workman did not submit any affi¬ 
davit or documents in support of his claim. The 
case was adjourned ^0 12-12-2000 and 4-1-2001, but 
the workman did not file any affidavit in support of 
his claim. It is therefore clear that the workman is 
regularly absenting from 22-6-2000 and no evidence 
has been produced by him in support of his claim. 

The counsel for D.R.M., South Eastern Railway, 
Shri Nitin Lambat is present. His argument were 
heard. 

It is argued by the counsel that the workman has 
produced the forged identity card regarding his ap¬ 
pointment. la the affidavit of Shrj J. S, Sukhdeo, 
Asst. Personal Officer of South Eastern Railway, 
Nagpur which is filed by the management it is men- 
tioned that the ^workman Ashwajit Bagade was not* 
appointed by the S. E. Railway. His name doe® not 
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appear in the list of casual labour dated 20-6-1981. 
He is therefore not entitled to any retrenchment 
compansation. 

No other counter affidavit or document has been 
filed by the workman in rebuttal. 

In view of the above facts the workman is himself 
avoiding to contest the case after filing Written State¬ 
ment by the management. The workman has not 
submitted any evidence in support of his statement 
of claim. The action of the management in denying 
employment to Ashawajit Bagade, Ex-Casual Labour 
in group ‘D’ is therefore legal and justified. 

ORDER 

The action of the management af Divisional Rail¬ 
way Manager, South Eastern Railway, Kings way, 
Nagpur in denial of employment to Shri Ashawajit 
Bagde, Ex-Casual Labour in Group ‘D’ category is 
legal and justified. 


ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, 
LUCKNOW 

PRESIDING OFFICER : RUDRESH KUMAR. 
ADJUDICATION 

BETWEEN 

The Secretary, 

Bhartiya Khadya Nigam Karmchari Sangh, 

5-6, Habibullah Estate, 

Hazratganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.), 

AND 

The Sr. Regional Manager, 

Food Corporation of India, 

5-6, Habibullah Estate. 

Hazratganj, 

Lucknow (U.P.). 


The workman is not entitled to any relief. 

The reference is answered accordingly. 

Dated ; 4-1-2001 

B. G. SAXENA, Presiding Officer. 

rr$ fbHft, 18 2001 

•FT.AT. 282: — fWpI 1947 

( 1947 14) tOTT 17 % TFJtfF'T if, .fcsfbl 

rrvFrr wrefbi wra w<r % wrein % gsm brAr^f 
sfbc ttwrt % '4Vn, if fafccs aiWrfto 
fbrra if fcafto rRKPc afafrfw nrfmxyl’m ^tnvnrr, 
sratsp % tf^R spf stvrftTcf 5if 

FFFR rpf 17-1- 2 0 0 l t RCf KT<^r jfXC «TT I 

[tT . TI5T . - 2 20 1 2 if 514/9 9-tff-II] 

on. 'fr.. Iff wfrnrft 

New Delhi, the l&tli January, 2001 

S.O. 282.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Lucknow, as shown in the Abnexure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of F.C.I, and their workman, 
which , was received by the Central Government on 
17-1-2001. 

“[No, L-22012/514/99-C-U] 
N. P. JvnonAvAN, Desk Officer 


By reference No. L-22012/514/99/IR(CM-II), 
dated 6-7-2000, the Central Government in the 
Ministry of Labour, in exercise of powers conferred 
by clause (d) of the sub-section (1) of section 10 of 
I.D, Act, 1947 made over this industrial dispute bet¬ 
ween The Secretary, Bhartiya Khadya Nigam Karam- 
chari Sangh and Sr. Regional Manager, Food Corpo¬ 
ration of India, Lucknow for adjudication. The re¬ 
ference is re-produced as under: 

“Whether the action of the Management of FCI 
in not giving promotion panel of 1983 to 
Ajay Kishorc and not placing him in bet¬ 
ween the seniority No. 230 and 231 at zonal 
seniority of 1997 is legal aud justified If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitled?” 

1. Present industrial dispute was raised by the 
State Secretary, Bhartiya Khadya Nigam Karmchari 
Sangh, espousing the cause of Mi-. Ajay Kishore. 
During the proceeding before this Tribunal, it was 
brought to notice that the union is no longer interest¬ 
ed in espousing the cause of Mr. Ajay Kishore. Ac¬ 
cordingly, a notice was issued to Mr. Ajay Kishore 
to make the position clear. He appeared before this 
Tribunal on 16-11-2000 and desired to contest his 
case. An application was also filed seeking his sub¬ 
stitution at the place of union. 

2. Mr. Ajay Kishore is not legally entitled to be 
substituted as workman in this adjudication, as he 
has no locus standi. This industrial dispiute is raised 
by the union. He is. an aggrieyed person and may 
raise the dispute himself, Sipce the union for rea¬ 
sons best known to it, decided not to espouse his 
cause, so belatedly in the middle of the proceeding, 
Mr. Ajay Kishore. should not be deprived of oppor¬ 
tunity to seek fedressal of his cause, on technical 
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pleas. Accordingly, the reference is not adjudicated 
on merit and is returned. 

Award accordingly. 

Lucknow, 6-12-2000 

RUDRESH KUMAR, Presiding Officer 

fasjft, 23 2001 

<PT.m. 283-—afartfoP farwra WftrfWf, 1947 
( 1947 PT 14) HTCT 17 % Jr, 

utopr: faqfaqfr 

jih: src*isr it fanr? aftvtf*rp 

fjprrc Jr totor aftatfap wfar<«r/*r«T wm- 
w Hffrjt; % i'wiz *f> T<aV %, ^anr 

trpPK apt 22-1-2001 pt arqt $v\ *u i 

[h.^.- 22012/206/9 7-tft-II] 

it* srftrerrft 

New Delhi, the 23rd January, 2001 

S.O. 283.—In pursuance of Section 17 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1047 (14 of 1947), the Cen¬ 
tral Government hereby publishes the award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal/Labour 
Court, Nagpur, as shown in the Anncxure in the 
Industrial Dispute between the employers in relation 
to the management of W.C.L. and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on 
22 - 1 - 2001 . 

[No. L-22012/206/97-C-II] 
N, P. KESJIAVAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NAGPUR 

PRESENT: 

Shri B. G. Saxena, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. : CGIT-I72/2000 

Employers in relation to the management of 
W.C. Ltd. 
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AND 

Their Workman Shri Sewakram. 

award 

The Central Government, Ministry of Labour, 
New Delhi by exercising the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) and sub-section 2(A) of 
Section 10 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 has 
referred this dispute for adjudication vide order 
L-22012/206/97-ER(C-II) dated 16-7-98 on the 
following schedule. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action o* the Sub-Area Manager, 
Pipla Mine, P.O. Pipla, Dist. Nagpur(MS) 
in dismissing the workman Sh. Sewakram 
S/o Khemchand, Ex. Tub Loader of Pipla 
Mine, resident of DataJa East, P.O. Junar- 
deo, Dist. Chhindwara (MP) from 24-6-96 
is justified ? If not, to what relief and bene¬ 
fit!* is to be granted to the workman con¬ 
cerned?” 

This reference was sent to CG1T, Court No. 1, 
Mumbai. The first date fixed by the court was 15-9-98. 
The workman in this Case was represented by Shri 
Ramkishan Pal, Joint Secretary, BKKDMS Union. 
The case was transferred to COIT Court, Nagpur in 
June, 2000. 

The notices were sent to the parties and the case 
was fixed for 18-8-2000. Nobody appeared from the 
side of workman. The case was again adjourned to 
4-10-2000, 30-10-2000 and 4-12-2000. On 4-12-2000 
the telegram was received from Shri Ramkishan Pal 
for adjournment. Today i,e. on 8-1-2001 the case 
was taken up at 12.50 P.M. Neither the workman 
nor any other representative of the Union appeared 
to conduct the case for the workman. 

I have heard the representative of the management 
of WCL Shri Rajiv Sharma. In this case the work¬ 
man was dismissed from service by the management 
of Sub-Area Manager, Pipla on 24-6-96. The work¬ 
man Shri Sewakram S/o Shri Khemchand was Tub 
loader in Pipla Mine at Nagpur. 

Shri Rajiv Kumar Sharma argued that the work¬ 
man remained absent from duty from 1-7-91 tc 
30-6-92. The chargesheet was submitted against him 
on 15-1-93. The workman was represented during 
the enquiry by co-worker Shri R. P, Nag. 
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The Deputy Personnel Manager Shri Rajiv Kumar 
Sharma represented that the workman was provided 
with the copy of the proceedings of the enquiry on 
day to day basis and the representative of the work¬ 
man had cross examined the witnesses. 

The Enquiry Officer found the workman guilty for 
being habitually absent without any reasonable cause 
from 1-7-91 to 30-6-92. He was dismissed from ser¬ 
vice vide older No. SAM/PG/Dismissal/93/386 
dated 25-6-93. Hie management in his Written State¬ 
ment has also mentioned that the workman only for 
81 days from July, 1991 to June, 1992. In Septem¬ 
ber, 1991 he did not work for any day. in March, 
1992 he worked for one day only. In April, 1992 he 
worked only for one day. In October, 1991 he work¬ 
ed only far one day. The details of the attendance of 
the workman and the list of absentees are shown in 
the Written 1 Statement tiled bv the management dated 
9-11-98. 

The Deputy Personnel Manager' argued that the 
workman was provided full opportunity during the 
enquiry proceedings to produce evidence in his de¬ 
fence, but failed to submit any evidence in support 
of bis unauthorised absence. 

in view of the above facts tho workman has not 
submitted any document to show that the action of the 
management was unjustified. 

Considering the evidence oil record, the action of 
the management for dismissing the workman from 
24-6-96 is justified. 

ORDER 

The action Of the management of the Sub Area 
Manager, Pipla Mine in dismissing the workman Shri 
Sewakrtim, Ex Tub loader from 24-6-96 is justified. 
Tile workman is not entitled to any relief. 

The reference is answered accordingly. 

Dated: 8-1-2001. 

B. G. SAXENA, Presiding Officer 

^ 23 2001 

4rr.*tr, 284.—3rWtfrT^ faarc srjbf^m, 1947 
( 1947 «PT 14) STITT 17 % Jf, 

TTtVR . UT. T RSTfcTCTSr % fatffappf 

*ftr % i(rir, krjasr sfNtOrr 

trftT4TTJi/^tT «fPTT*PT 


TPTJt: % ttTTf^RT TTtft Tt TITBIT 

"pt 22-1-2001 *pt Tlr^r fXTT «1T I 

[Tf.W.- 22012 / 515/9 9-tft-II] 

H'fT.'ft. to?, trfhwTd 

New Delhi, the 23rd January', 2001 

S.O. 284.—In pursuance of Section 17 of 
the Industrial. Dispute Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby pub¬ 
lishes the Award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal |Labour Court, Nagpur, 
as shown in the Annexure in the Industrial 
Dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of W.C.L. and their work¬ 
man, which was received by the Central 
Government on 22-1-2001. 

[No. L-22012)515199-C-II.l 

N. P. KESHAVAN, Desk Officer 

ANNEXURE 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, NAGPUR 

PRESENT : 

Shri B. G. Saxena, Presiding Officer 

Reference No. : CGlt-223|2000 

Employers in relation to the management of 
Sub Area Manager, WCL 

and 

Their Workman Shri Chhatislal Kanhyalal 
AWARD 

The Central Government, Ministry of 
Labour, New Delhi by exercising the powers 
conferred by clause (d) of Sub-Section (1) 
and Sub-Section 2(A) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Dispute Act, 1947 has referred 
this dispute for adjudication vide order 
I^22012|515|991IR(CM-II) dt. 13-07.2000 
on the .following schedule. 
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SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management 
i.c. Sub Area Manager, Balfarpur 
Colliery of WCL, PO : Ballarpur. 
Distt. Chandrapur in dismissing 
Sh. Chhatislal Kanhyalal, Loader, 
Ballarpur Colliery is legal, proper 
and justified ? If not. to what relief 
the workman is entitled and from 
which date ? What other directions 
are necessary in the matter ?” 

This reference was received in August 
2000. Notice was isued to the workman 
through the President Rashtriya Koyla 
IChadan Mazdoor Sangh (INTUC) on 
5-9-2000 fixing date 20-10-2000. Neither the 
workman nor the President of the union tur¬ 
ned up to file the Statement of claim for the 
Workman on this date i.e. 20-10-2000. 

The case was again adjourned to 8-12-2000. 
On this date also neither the workman turned 
up nor any representative of his union appea¬ 
led to file the statement of claim. Shri B. N. 
Prasad, counsel for WCL submitted Vakalat- 
nama on this date. 

The case was again adjourned to 3-1-2001. 
0n 8-12-2000 the court again passed the order 
to issuing notice to the union as the workman 
and the representative of the union had not 
filed any statement of claim. 

Again the notice was issued on 19-12-2000 
informing the workman and the President of 
the union. 

Today, also i.e, on 3-1-2001 neither the 
workman turned up nor any representative 
bf his union turned up to file the statement 
bf claim and to contest the case. 

As the workman and the President of the 
Union have not submitted any statement of 
claim in the inspite of sending information to 
them repeatedly by post, the reference is dis¬ 
posed off for want of prosecution. 


ORDER 

The reference is disposed off for want of 
prosecution as that workman Sh. Chhatislal 
Kanhylal or the representative of his union 
have not submitted - any statement of claim 
The workman is therefore not entitled to any 
relief. 

The reference is answered accordingly. 

Dated : 03-01-2001 

B. G. SAXENA, Presiding Officer 

2 worth 2001 

*r. m. 285.—■ trotac $ fa 

it siffifan $ fa swfa fair 
fawn wrfufairfT, 1947 (1947 >rrr 14 ) 
•ft srmr ufafa: 19 % TOmfa fafa^ 

fa?rr l wfhfau'T % srufaft % fair sfap 
^farg fafar faur tfu mfag 1 

*17: sffiffimtr, 1947 

( 1947 TT 14) iff UfTT 2 % Ufa ( 7 ) & wit 

(e) sttt to trfanfr ^ tfafa grr, 
irwr wr tfr 377 *rfhfa*r<T % sfafarr % fair 
nwnr iniT7 h t3: uru ’ih vrmTfh % fag Tfa 
twWV hm faflw vxtft I 1 

[7*7Tg7-11017/9/97-*lV 7 . (fa. fa.)] 
rpr. ffi. gmT, wtt ufa7 

New Delhi, the 2nd February, 2001 

S.O. 285.—Whereas the Central Government 
is satisfied that the public interest requires that the 
Uranium Industry which is covered by item 19 of 
the First Schedule to the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947), should be declared to be a pub¬ 
lic utility service for the purposes of the said Act; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers con¬ 
ferred by sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of section 2 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the Central 
Government hereby declares with immediate effect 
the said industry to be a public utility service for the 
purposes of the said Act for a period of six months, 

[No. S-l 1017|9|97-IR(PL)] 
H.- C. GUPTA, Under Secy. 
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TT. m. 286.—WJ ITfWFTfT, 1983 
(i983 w 3 1) arcr 3 ^ 3Wrcr(i) aro 
irm vrfJRwf tt wt 5^ m?prc Am 
tjgTtjrr ftpfnrr ‘ <rerrwr % *rfWwr 

Sf rmirfAtfi ftren ?m ftreftT fam Jf 

wrpktf «ft wtt. fam t't Rnbp 

15 3R*rer, 2001 % ysriRft tfcsft-II 

faijw Jfnsft $ i 

[Aem ^.-11011/1/2000-ymrcr] 

(fle f%$, ufA* 


S.O. 286.—In exercise of the powers Conferred 
by Section 3, Sub-Section (1) of the Emigration Act, 
1983 (31 of 1983), the Central Government hereby 
appoints Shri R, Vijay, Desk Officer of CSS Cadre 
of the Ministry of Human Resource Development, 
Department of Secondary Education and Higher 
Education, as Protector of Etnigrants-II, Thimvan- 
anthapuram, with effect from 15th January, 2001 
(F.N.). 

[No. S-l 101111 |2000-Emig,] 
HART SINGH, Dy. Secy. 
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